ATTORNEY DOCKET 
020431.0753 




w far fa 



PATENT APPLICATION 
USSN 09/745,978 



In The United States Patent and Trademark Office 
On Appeal From The Examiner To The Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences 



In re Application of: 
Serial No.: 
Filing Date: 
Examiner: 
Confirmation No. 
Group Art Unit: 
Title: 



Chinnappan, et al. 

09/745,978 

December 22, 2000 

Carlos Lugo 

8477 

3677 

System and Method for Facilitating Electronic Commerce 
Transactions 



MAIL STOP: APPEAL BRIEF - PATENTS 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 



Dear Sir: 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
EXPRESS MAIL NO. EV 32331 1300 US 

I hereby certify that this communication is being 
deposited with the United States Postal Service 
"Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" under 37 
C.F.R. § 1.10 on the date indicated below and is 
addressed to Mail Stop: Appeal Brief - Patents, 
Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, 
Virginia 22313-1450. 



1A/JUL. 



Willie Jiles 



Date: January 3, 2005 



Appeal Brief 

Appellants have appealed to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences (the 
"Board") from the decision of the Examiner mailed September 8, 2004, finally rejecting all 
h . pending Claims 1-28. Appellants filed a Notice of Appeal on November 1, 2004. Appellants 

respectfully submit this Appeal Brief with the statutory fee of $500.00. 

01/06/2005 HAHMED1 00000011 09745978 

01 FC:1402 500.00 OP 



DAL01:831863 



BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 
020431.0753 



PATENT APPLICATION 
USSN 09/745,978 



Real Party in Interest 

This Application is currently owned by i2 Technologies US, Inc., as indicated by: 

an Assignment recorded on December 22, 2000, from the inventors to i2 

Technologies, Inc., in the Assignment Records of the United States Patent and Trademark 

Office ("PTO") at Reel 01 1406, Frames 0345-0348; and 

an Assignment recorded on July 30, 2001, from i2 Technologies, Inc. to i2 

Technologies US, Inc., in the Assignment Records of the PTO at Reel 012033, Frames 0328- 

0339. 



ti 



DAL0 1:83 1863.2 



w 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. PATENT APPLICATION 

020431.0753 USSN 09/745,978 



Related Appeals and Interferences 

No known appeals, interferences, or judicial proceedings are related to or will directly 
affect, be directly affected by, or have a bearing on the Board's decision regarding this 
Appeal. 



DAL01:831863.2 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 
020431.0753 



4 



PATENT APPLICATION 
USSN 09/745,978 



Status of Claims 

Claims 1-28 are pending in this Application, stand rejected pursuant to a Final Office 
Action mailed September 8, 2004 (the "Final Office Action"), and are all presented for 
appeal. All pending claims are shown in Appendix A, along with an indication of the status 
of those claims. 



DAL01:83 1863.2 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. PATENT APPLICATION 

020431.0753 USSN 09/745,978 



Status of Amendments 

All amendments submitted by Appellants have been entered by the Examiner prior to 
the mailing of the Final Office Action. 



DAL01:83 1863.2 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. PATENT APPLICATION 

020431.0753 USSN 09/745,978 

6 



Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

In certain embodiments, as illustrated in FIGURE 1, the present invention includes an 
example electronic commerce ("e-commerce") system 10 that includes a network 12 coupling 
buyers 20, sellers 30, and a global content directory (GCD) server 40. System 10 enables e- 
commerce transactions between buyers 20 and sellers 30 through the use of a GCD 42 
supported by GCD server 40. Network 12 may include any appropriate combination of 
public and private networks coupling buyers 20, sellers 30, and GCD server 40. (See Page 7, 
Lines 2-15) 1 

A buyer 20 in one transaction may be a seller 30 in another transaction (and a seller 
30 in one transaction may be a buyer 20 in another transaction). The terms "buyer" and 
"seller" may be used to refer to an individual or entity involved in a transaction and/or the 
computer(s) used by that individual or entity to conduct the transaction. Furthermore, the 
present invention applies to any appropriate type of e-commerce transactions and is not 
limited to the sale of goods and services. (See Page 7, Lines 16-23) 

Although a buyer 20 may have a need for a "product" (meaning all goods, services, 
information, and other tangible or intangible items that may be the subject of any appropriate 
type of transaction) and multiple sellers 30 may provide that product, there are many steps 
that must occur before a transaction involving the product may be completed. These steps 
may include, but are not limited to: (1) the cataloging of products and product features by 
sellers 30; (2) the matching of a buyer's demands to one or more products of one or more 
sellers 30 (through the searching of seller catalogs); (3) the identification of commercial 
information (such as price) related to a product; (4) the connection of the buyer 20 to a 
potential seller 30; (5) the agreement of what seller 30 is to provide buyer 20; (6) the 
negotiation of a price; (7) the legal settlement of the transaction; and (8) the arrangement of 
logistics to physically complete the transaction. (See Page 7, Line 24-Page 8, Line 3) 

The first three steps above may be grouped into what may be referred to as the 
"discovery" phase of a transaction. In the discovery phase of many typical e-commerce 

1 All citations in the "Summary of the Claimed Subject Matter" section of this Appeal Brief refer to Appellant's 
patent application as filed on March 17, 2000. 
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transactions, a buyer 20 performs a search for a number of sellers 30 that offer a desired 
product and then accesses numerous seller web sites to determine which seller 30 offers 
certain desired features of the product at the best price. Sellers 30 may each provide one or 
more databases 32, such as relational databases, that include data identifying the seller's 
products and their features. Such databases 32 may be accessed through each seller's web 
site or in any other appropriate manner. The multiple one-to-one (one buyer 20 to one seller 
30) searches that this process requires are inefficient and expensive because of the large 
amount of searching involved in finding a product and because once a particular product is 
found, the various offerings of that product by different sellers may not be easily compared. 
(See Page 8, Lines 4-15) 

Alternatively, multiple sellers 30 may be grouped in an electronic marketplace 
according to the products they provide and a buyer 20 may search the offerings of the 
multiple sellers 30 at a single web site. However, if buyer 20 wishes to obtain several 
different types of products, then buyer 20 may have to go to several different types of 
marketplaces, and there may be numerous competing marketplaces that buyer 20 has to 
search to perform the discovery phase of a transaction for a particular product. One way to 
address this problem is to create a global product database that potentially includes data 
identifying the features of all products that any buyer may wish to obtain. Therefore, the 
global database would include the combined contents of every database 32 associated with 
every seller 30. Such a global database would have many problems. For example, the sheer 
size of the database would make it difficult to search and thus the database would suffer from 
performance problems. In addition, it would be difficult to allow large numbers of buyers 20 
to search the database at once. Furthermore, all sellers 30 would be required to access the 
global database to update their information and the entire database would have to be updated 
each time a change is made. (See Page 8, Lines 16-32) 

A solution to the above problems, at least in part, is GCD 42, which is a universal 
directory of the contents of multiple seller databases 32 (and potentially all seller databases 
32). GCD 42 may be implemented using one or more servers 40 or other computers located 
at one or more locations. Most or all of the database content (such as product data, which 
may include an identifier of the product, descriptions of product features, information 
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enabling a transaction relating to a product, or any other appropriate data or information) is 
stored in databases 32, but all of this content is accessible using GCD 42. Therefore, like the 
global database described above, GCD 42 provides buyers 20 with access to product data 
relating to a multitude of products, but unlike the global database, GCD 42 does not attempt 
to store all of this product data in one enormous database. Instead, GCD 42 provides a 
directory of products using a directory structure in which products are organized using an 
hierarchical, object-oriented classification system (a "taxonomy"). A buyer 20 may navigate 
or search the directory to find a particular product and product data associated with the 
product. After a certain point of specificity, the product data associated with a product may 
actually be stored in and obtained by GCD 42 from a seller database 32. However, the 
requested product data may be transparently provided to buyer 20 such that all of the product 
data may appear to buyer 20 as being included in GCD 42. (See Page 9, Lines 1-18) 

FIGURE 2 illustrates an example directory structure 44 of an example GCD 42. 
Products categorized in GCD 42 may be organized according to schemas. A schema may 
include the various classes into which a product is categorized (which may be referred to as 
"taxonomy") and the various features used to organize products in a particular class (which 
may be referred to as "ontology"). In example directory structure 44, products may be 
organized and cataloged according to industry standard schemas 46 or other appropriate 
schemas, as described in the Specification. Within industry standard schemas 46, there are 
two example classes: a direct materials class 48 and an indirect materials class 50. Each of 
these classes 48 and 50 includes several sub-classes which may themselves include sub- 
classes). Therefore, the numerous classes of directory structure 44 form a "tree-like" 
hierarchical structure into which products maybe categorized. (See Page 9, Lines 19-30) 

For example purposes, certain portions of directory structure 44 are "expanded" to 
show various levels of classes, the "level" of a class being indicated by the number of other 
classes between that class and a root class (for example, industry standard schemas class 46). 
Indirect material class 50 may include an office and computer supplies class 52, which 
includes a desk supplies class 54, which includes a writing utensils class 56. Furthermore, 
writing utensils class 56 includes a pens class 58, which includes numerous pen type classes 
60a-60n ("n" indicating that any number of classes 60 may be included in pens class 58). 
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Each of classes 50, 52, 54, 56, 58, and 60 is located at a different level of directory structure 
44. A class at any level in directory structure may include one or more sub-classes, those 
sub-classes may include one or more sub-classes, and so on until a desired specificity of 
categorization is reached. A series of classes from a highest level class (the broadest class) to 
a lowest level class (the most specific class) may be referred to as a "branch" of directory 
structure 44. {See Page 9, Line 31 -Page 10, Line 14) 

A buyer 20 may navigate through directory structure 44 by expanding or collapsing 
various classes (e.g., the expansion of certain classes of directory structure 44 to reach a felt- 
tip pen class 60b). Once a buyer 20 has navigated to a class that is specific enough for buyer 
20 (and/or a class that is at the end of a branch), buyer 20 may then perform a search for 
products included in that class. For example, buyer 20 can search for all products in writing 
utensils class 56 that are blue felt-tip pins having medium tips. Alternatively, if buyer 20 
navigates to the end of a branch of directory structure 44, such as felt-tip pen class 60b, GCD 
42 may then enable buyer 20 to search for such pens that have blue ink and medium tips 
(which may reach the same result as the search above). {See Page 10, Lines 15-24) 

Product features (at least features that are more specific than the features defined by a 
class) are not typically stored in GCD 42, but are stored in databases 32. For example, a 
seller 30 may maintain a relational database 32 that includes a plurality of tables defining 
selected features of a variety of products. One or more pointers may be associated with each 
class to identify the location of one or more databases 32 that include product data for 
products contained in that class or to identify particular data products in databases 32. 
Therefore, GCD 42 may execute a search for products in databases 32 identified by a pointer 
corresponding to a user-selected class. GCD 42 may also return the network location (such 
as a uniform resource locator (URL) or other network address) of the database 32 to buyer 20 
so that buyer 20 may independently access database 32. Databases 32 may be searched using 
any appropriate method (e.g., a structured query language (SQL) query). {See Page 10, Line 
25-Page 11, Line 5) 

GCD 42 may be implemented using the lightweight directory access protocol 
(LDAP). LDAP enables directories to be provided using the tree-like structure described 
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above. However, any other appropriate technique or protocol for creating GCD 42 may 
alternatively be used and GCD 42 may have any appropriate structure. Furthermore, GCD 42 
may be an object-oriented directory (which is also provided by LDAP) such that each class in 
directory structure 44 includes the attributes of parent classes in which the class is a sub- 
class. Therefore, a product class listed at the end of a branch of the tree structure includes all 
of the attributes of its parent classes in the branch. Furthermore, each product included in a 
database 32 may be an object that includes all the attributes of the classes in which the 
product is included. Thus, when a search is performed from a class at the end of a branch of 
directory structure 44, the search query may automatically include any appropriate attributes 
of parent classes of the class. {See Page 11, Lines 6-18) 

For example, if a buyer 20 has navigated through directory structure 44 to felt-tip 
pens class 60b, a search performed by buyer 20 (or by GCD 42 on behalf of buyer 20) from 
felt-tip pens class 60b may automatically be limited to a search for felt-tip pens and buyer 20 
may introduce additional desired search criteria (such as blue ink and medium tip). 
Therefore, if the database(s) 32 searched includes product data relating to a variety of writing 
utensils, a search of database 32 may be automatically limited by GCD 42 to only include 
felt-tip pens within that database 32. If a search including only the class attributes as the 
search criteria is not specific enough, buyer 20 may identify additional product features as 
additional search criteria. {See Page 11, Lines 19-27) 

When GCD 42 has performed a search of the databases 32 identified by a pointer 
associated with a class that buyer 20 has selected, GCD 42 returns product data associated 
with one or more products that fit the search criteria. GCD 42 may integrate the product data 
resulting from the search into directory structure 44 so that the product data appears to buyer 
20 as being part of GCD 42. GCD 42 may alternatively present the results of the search in 
any other appropriate manner. Each product resulting from the search may be an object 
which is unique instance of the class in which buyer 20 is searching. Each such object (and 
its location) may be uniquely identified using a numbering scheme corresponding to directory 
structure 44, as described below. As can be seen from the description above, GCD 42 
provides the advantages of a global database without many of the disadvantages associated 
which such a global database. These advantages are realized since GCD 42 provides access 
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to and presentation of global product data without actually storing all such data. {See Page 11, 
Line 28-Page 12, Line 9) 

Different seller databases 32 may include product data about the same class of 
product (for example felt-tip pens), however these different databases 32 may identify 
products of that class using different features, they may use different names for the same 
product feature, and/or they may quantify product features in different units of measurement. 
Some of these issues may be solved using translation mechanisms that convert the data into a 
uniform format used by GCD 42. In addition, sellers 30 may create databases 32 (or modify 
existing databases 32) to conform to a uniform standard in anticipation of a database 32 being 
used in association with global content directory 42. If a database 32 does not completely 
conform to such a uniform standard, the database 32 may be partially integrated into GCD 
42, but some products in the database 32 may not be properly identified and presented to a 
buyer 20 using GCD 42. Therefore, through translation mechanisms and market pressure to 
be included and fully integrated into a global directory of products, a seller databases 32 may 
conform to the uniform standard used by GCD 42 to identify the particular class or classes of 
products included in the database 32. {See Page 12, Lines 10-24) 

Although example directory 44 may use industry standard schemas 46, any other 
appropriate number of schemas 62 may be used in addition to or instead of industry standard 
schemas 46. For example, while industry standard schemas 46 may be organized from a 
manufacturer's viewpoint, other schemas 62 may be used that organize products from a 
buyer's viewpoint. For example, a buyer 20 may wish to furnish a kitchen of a new house 
with various products, such as appliances, window treatments, paint, cabinetry, plumbing, 
dishes, and cooking utensils. Using one set of schemas 62, these products may be organized 
into a variety of unrelated classes based on certain features of the products (for example, 
certain kitchen appliances may be categorized in an electronics class 64 of directory structure 
44 while paint may be categorized into an industrial class 66). However, another example set 
of schemas 62 may categorize all such products into a home products class (which may 
include several classes further categorizing the products, such as a kitchen products class 
which includes a kitchen appliances class, which includes a refrigerator class, and so on). 
Therefore, the same product may be included in multiple schemas 62. These alternative 
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schemas may be included in directory structure 44 and may be stored as a part of or separate 
from GCD 42. {See Page 12, Line 25-Page 13, Line 9) 

In summary, a buyer 20 may search for a product using GCD 42 and thus eliminate or 
reduce the need for buyer 20 to search numerous sellers 30 to find the desired product. GCD 
42 provides access to product data relating to these numerous products using directory 
structure 44, which organizes products using a hierarchical, object-oriented classification 
system. Buyer 20 may navigate or search directory structure 44 to find a particular 
classification of products and various information associated with the products within this 
classification, initiate a search of databases 32 including product data relating to a product, 
and then communicate with an appropriate database 32. This access to vast numbers of 
products is provided without the requirement that all data about the products be stored in a 
global database (which would greatly decrease performance). Instead the product data may 
be stored in seller databases 32 that can be readily accessed from the global content directory. 
(SeePage 13, Lines 10-21) 

FIGURE 3 illustrates an example globally unique identifier (GUID) 100 that may be 
used to uniquely identify products that may be accessed using GCD 42. Directory structure 
44 of GCD 42 provides a powerful tool for organizing and categorizing products. This 
organizational structure may also be used to identify products and product features using a 
GUID 100 that identifies the various classes into which a product is categorized. 
Furthermore, source information (such as information about a supplier or manufacturer) may 
also be included in a GUID 100 to identify a specific manufacturer, supplier, and/or other 
entity from which the specific product may be obtained. In certain embodiments, GUID 100 
may include one or more of a class identifier (CID) 110, a product identifier (PID) 120, a 
repository identifier (RID), a feature identifier (FID), or any other appropriate identifiers. 
{See Page 13, Line 22-Page 17, Line 20) 

A buyer 20 using GCD 42 may select a particular class of GCD 42, such as felt-tip 
pens class 60b, and request that a search be performed for all blue felt tip pens included in 
class 60b. In response to this search request, GCD 42 may initiate a search of one or more 
seller databases 32 (or one or more sets of product data in databases 32) identified by one or 
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more pointers associated with class 60b. The results of this search of databases 32 may 
include product data for each of a number of blue felt-tip pens meeting the search criteria (the 
product data may include features of the product that were not searched for). Furthermore, a 
GUID 100 for each blue felt-tip pen may be associated and/or displayed with or be included 
in the product data. Buyer 20 may then choose one of the blue felt-tip pens identified in the 
search (for example, a medium point pen manufactured by XYZ Company having a price of 
fifty cents per pen). {See Page 15, Line 29-Page 16, Line 8) 

GUID 100 may also include or be associated with a repository identifier (RID), which 
may be a unique ED assigned to a seller 30 included in system 10. An RID may also indicate 
a manufacturer of a product (if different than the seller 30) and any other entity involved in 
the manufacture, distribution, and sale of a product (one or more of which may be identified 
using a single RID). When buyer 20 selects a product listed in search results displayed by 
GCD 42, GCD 42 may identify one or more sellers 30 from which the product may be 
obtained using an RID. Each RID may identify the network location (such as a URL or other 
network address) of the seller database 32 that includes the product (or an associated web site 
through which the product is available), so that buyer 20 may access the database 32 and/or 
web site to purchase the product or conduct some other transaction regarding to the product. 
An RID may be associated with a URL or an Internet Protocol (IP) address of a computer 
coupled to the Internet (or another network) that supports the database 32 and/or web site. 
An RID may be returned to a buyer 20 in response to the entering or selection of a CID 110 
and PID 120. An RID may also be included, along with a CID 110 and PID 120, on a label 
or other part of a product so that a buyer 20 may determine how to obtain additional products 
of that type. {See Page 16, Lines 9-26) 

GUID 100 may also include or be associated with a feature identifier (FID). A CID 
110 and a PID 120 may be used to uniquely identify a product having a unique set of 
features. Some of these features are defined by the attributes of the classes of GCD 42 in 
which the product is included, but other features are defined in a database 32 and may be 
identified as a unique grouping of features by a PID 120 (however, two products in a 
database 32 may have identical features listed in database 32 but different PIDs, since the 
difference between the products may be associated with features not included in database 32 
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or may be simply a difference in the PID assigned by the manufacturer for the same product). 
One or more of the group of features identified by a PID may be individually identified using 
an FID. For example, if a buyer 20 wants to identify the color of ink in a particular pen (the 
pen identified using a CID 110 and PID 120), then the buyer 20 may do so by including the 
FID associated with ink color with the CID 110 and PID 120 in a search. The search results 
may then include the color of the ink that is used in the identified product. Alternatively, an 
FED may be used to specify a particular feature (such a blue ink) as a search criteria when 
searching for a product (such as felt-tip pens). {See Page 17, Lines 4-20) 

FIGURE 4 illustrates example operation of system 10. Numerous buyers 20 and 
sellers 30 may be coupled to GCD server 40 using network 12. Buyers 20 may access server 
40 using a web browser or in any other appropriate manner and server 40 may provide buyers 
20 with access to GCD 42 using web server software and/or hardware or in any other 
appropriate manner. Server 40 may also include hardware and/or software for implementing 
one or more GCD interfaces 43. A buyer 20 may access server 40 and use a GCD interface 
43 to search or navigate GCD 42 and/or seller databases 32. Information may be 
communicated between buyers 20, sellers 30, and GCD 42 using hypertext transport protocol 
(HTTP), extensible markup language (XML), simple object access protocol (SOAP), or any 
other suitable communication technique. Each buyer 20 and seller 30 may be issued a unique 
identifier so that the participants in a transaction facilitated by GCD 42 may be identified. 
{See Page 17, Line 21 -Page 18, Line 2) 

In an example transaction, a buyer 20 may access a GCD interface 43 and perform a 
search of global content directory 42. GCD interface 43 may allow buyer 20 to both navigate 
or "browse" the classes of GCD 42 and to search for a particular class or classes. For 
example, buyer 20 may either navigate GCD 42 to find a class into which pens are 
categorized or buyer 20 may search GCD 42 for class names including the word "pen." Any 
other suitable methods for identifying a particular class may also be used. When buyer 20 
has located the appropriate class for the product buyer 20 desires, buyer 20 may then request 
a listing of products in that class having certain features. For example, if buyer 20 is 
browsing felt-tip pens class 60b, buyer 20 may request all products in class 60b (felt-tip pens) 
that have red ink and a fine tip. {See Page 18, Lines 3-13) 
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A search interface 45 or other appropriate component of GCD server 40 may facilitate 
such a request by searching or requesting searches of seller databases 32 identified by one or 
more pointers associated with felt-tip pens class 60b, as described above. Search interface 45 
may provide buyer 20 with a search form in which to enter one or more search criteria. The 
types of search criteria that may be used may be identified in the search form or buyer may be 
allowed to perform a general search of databases 32 for certain terms. For example, search 
interface 45 may provide buyer 20 with a search form tailored for class 60b that includes 
fields where buyer 20 can specify a desired ink color, tip thickness, or any other appropriate 
criteria. Alternatively, search interface 45 may provide a single field where buyer can enter 
in desired search terms, such as "red" and "fine" (multiple search terms may be entered using 
Boolean operators or any other appropriate technique). {See Page 18, Lines 14-25) 

Based on the search terms provided by buyer (and possibly based on any appropriate 
attributes of the class from which the search is conducted), search interface 45 may 
communicate a query to the appropriate seller database(s) 32 requesting that databases 32 
each return a listing of all products (including associated product data) that meet the search 
criteria. Databases 32 may also communicate product data relating to features of the 
matching products that were not included in the search criteria. For example, databases 32 
may return a price and availability of a product that meets the search criteria even if the price 
and availability were not search criteria. The responses to the queries of databases 32 may be 
displayed to buyer 20 in any appropriate manner. As just an example, the products may be 
listed in order of relevance to the search criteria according to improved matching criteria. 
Furthermore, GCD 42 may reorder the product listing based on a request from buyer 20 (e.g., 
buyer 20 may request that the matching products be listed in order from least expensive to 
most expensive). Each product in listing may be associated with a GUID 100 and/or an RID. 
{See Page 18, Line 26-Page 19, Line 10) 

Buyer 20 may select a product from the product listing to indicate a desire to initiate a 
transaction regarding the product (e.g., a purchase of the product). Upon such a selection, 
GCD 42 may communicate an RID of the supplier of the product and a GUID 100 for the 
product to buyer 20. For example, the RID may be the network address (such as an IP 
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address) of a seller network node 30 or may be associated with the network address in a table 
(in which case GCD 42 may use the RID to look up the associated network address and then 
communicate the network address to buyer 20). Buyer may access the seller 30 using the 
RID (or network address) and request a transaction regarding the product using the GUID 
100. GCD 42 may provide a link including a URL of a web site associated with the seller 30 
or may provide any other appropriate method for buyer 20 to be connected to seller 20. 
Although only a single example arrow (between buyer 20n and seller 3 On) is shown, it should 
be understood that any buyer 20 may communicate with any seller 30 to conduct appropriate 
transactions. {See Page 19, Lines 11-24) , 

Since GCD 42 is able to communicate with databases 32 to identify certain products 
requested by a buyer 20, information about the products categorized in GCD 42 does not 
have to be stored at GCD 42. Furthermore, since buyer 20 may communicate directly with an 
appropriate seller 30 after selecting a product identified by GCD 42 and being given location 
information for a seller 30 of the product, GCD 42 does not have to maintain resources to 
support transactions relating to the product. Therefore, by linking a directory of products to 
databases 32 containing information about the products, potentially every product in the 
world may be made available to a buyer 20 without having to store information about all such 
products (which would be infeasible due to the immense amount of data that would have to 
be stored, the difficulties associated with keeping the data up to date, and other problems). 
{See Page 19, Line 25-Page 20, Line 3) 

One advantage of GCD 42 is that it provides access to vast numbers of products but 
does not have to store much information about these products (since the information in stored 
in seller databases 32). Furthermore, GCD 42 may direct buyer 20 to sellers 30 to conduct a 
transaction regarding a product, so GCD 42 does not have to support e-commerce 
transactions between buyer 20 and sellers 30. However, since buyers 20 may typically 
communicate with sellers 30 to complete a transaction, the performance of e-commerce 
system 10 may be decreased if a buyer 20 and seller 30 involved in a transaction are located 
at a large distance from one another (since the communication time is increased). 
Furthermore, performance may be decreased if a particular seller 30 experiences a large 
volume of transactions and is unable to support such a volume. Therefore, certain 
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embodiments of the present invention contemplate the dynamic migration of product data 
relating to a particular product(s) from seller databases 32 to network nodes that are closer to 
frequent buyers 20 of the product(s). Buyers 20 may then access the migrated product data to 
conduct transactions with sellers 30 associated with the migrated product data (or buyers 20 
may directly access the seller database or databases 32 from which the product data is 
copied). As described above, "product data" may include data describing various features of 
a product as well as any software that may be used to support a purchase of the product or 
any other transaction relating to the product. Additional details relating to the migration of 
product data and search results for caching or other storage at locations nearer to the buyers 
20 that frequently access the product data or search results are described in the Specification 
at least at Page 21, Line 14-Page 25, Line 14) 

FIGURE 5 illustrates an example table 150 that may be included in a seller database 
32. Database 32 may include one or more tables 150 and each table 150 may contain product 
data relating to one or more types of products. For example, example table 150 includes 
product data relating to different types of pens. However, table 150 could also include 
product data for other types of products (for example, other types of office supplies) or this 
product data may be contained in other tables 150 in database 32. Table 150 includes a 
plurality of columns 152 that each include data relating to a particular product feature. 
Although an example number of columns 152 including example product features are 
illustrated, it should be understood that any appropriate number and type of product features 
or other categories of data may be included in table 150. Table 150 also includes a number of 
rows 154 that may each correspond to a particular product (and an associated PID) and that 
each include data values for one or more of the product features. Each of the data values 
(which may be numeric, textual, or in any other appropriate format) is located at the 
intersection of the row 154 associated with a particular product and the column 152 that 
includes a particular product feature. Each of these intersections may be referred to as a field 
or cell 156 of table 150. (See Page 25, Lines 15-31) 

As described above, the data in one or more columns 152 of table 150 may be indexed 
to increase the speed with which database reads may be conducted. For example, the fields 
156 of ink color column 152d and tip size column 152e may be indexed so that a database 
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query for a pen having a particular ink color and tip size may be quickly performed. Data in 
table 150 may be indexed using any appropriate database indexing technique. The typical 
result of such indexing is that when GCD 42 or a buyer 20 requests indexed data from a 
database 32, the associated database management system (or other appropriate interface to 
database 32) does not have to search through every field 156 in the tables 150 included in 
database 32 to locate the requested data. Instead, the data may be indexed such that when 
GCD 42 or a buyer 20 submits a query for products having certain values of features that 
have been indexed, the database management system already knows the locations of such 
products in table 150 and may return product data associated with these products without 
searching the entire table 150 or database 32 for the products. For example, if the ink color 
fields 156 and tip size fields 156 of columns 152d and 152e, respectively, are indexed, then 
the index will typically identify the location of all products having black ink and a medium 
tip size. (See Page 25, Lines 1-17) Additional details relating to the indexing of tables 150 
and searching of tables 150 are described in the Specification at least at Page 26, Line 18- 
Page 30, Line 17) 

FIGURE 6 illustrates an example method for determining whether to index the fields 
of a table 150 in a database 32. (See Page 30, Line 18-Page 31, Line 30) 
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Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

1. Are Claims 1-7, 9-16, 18-25, and 27-28 patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over a 
collection of archived screenshots from ebay.com that make up the Ebay reference ("Ebay")? 

2. Are Claims 1-7, 9-16, 18-25, and 27-28 patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over a 
collection of archived screenshots from amazon.com that make up the Amazon reference 
("Amazon")? 

3. Are Claims 1-28 patentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over the Examiner's proposed 
combination of U.S Patent 6,366,910 to Rajaraman, et al. ("Rajaraman") and the Ebay 
reference? 
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Grouping of Claims 

Appellants have made an effort to group claims to reduce the burden on the Board. In 
the Argument section of this Appeal Brief, where appropriate, Appellants present arguments 
as to why particular claims subject to a ground of rejection are separately patentable from 
other claims subject to the same ground of rejection. To reduce the number of groups and 
thereby reduce the burden on the Board, Appellants do not argue individually every claim 
that recites patentable distinctions over the references cited by the Examiner, particularly in 
light of the clear allowability of Appellants' independent claims. The claims of each group 
provided below may be deemed to stand or fall together for purposes of this Appeal. 

Appellants have concluded that the claims may be grouped together as follows: 

With regard to each of the grounds of rejection identified above as issues 1-3, the 

claims subject to that ground of rejection may be grouped together as follows for purposes of 

this Appeal: 

1. Group 1 may include independent Claims 1,11, and 20 and dependent Claims 
2, 4-7, 12, 14-16, 21, and 23-25; 

2. Group 2 may include dependent Claims 3, 13, and 22, which depend from 
independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, respectively; 

3. Group 3 may include dependent Claims 9, 18, and 27, which depend from 
independent Claims 1,11, and 20, respectively; and 

4. Group 4 may include dependent Claims 10, 19, and 28, which depend from 
independent Claims 1,11, and 20, respectively. 
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Argument 

The rejection of Claims 1-7, 9-16, 18-25, and 27-28 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by the Ebay reference is improper and should be reversed by the Board. 
The rejection of Claims 1-7, 9-16, 18-25, and 27-28 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by the Amazon reference is improper and should be reversed by the Board. The 
rejection of Claims 1-28 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the proposed 
Rajaraman-Ebay combination is improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

I. The Claims are Patentable over the Ebay Reference 

A. Overview 

Claims 1-7, 9-16, 18-25, and 27-28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by the Ebay reference. A copy of the Ebay reference is attached as Appendix B. 
Appellants respectfully submit that Claims 1-7, 9-16, 18-25, and 27-28 are clearly patentable 
over the Ebay reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore 
improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

B. Standard 

"A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is 
found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference." Verdegaal 
Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 2 U.S.P.Q.2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987); M.P.E.P. § 
2131. In addition, "[t]he identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as 
contained in the . . . claim." M.P.E.P. § 2131 citing Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 868 F.2d 
1226, 1236, 9 U.S.P.Q.2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 1989). Furthermore, "[t]he elements must be 
arranged as required by the claim." In re Bond, 910 F.2d 831, 15 U.S.P.Q.2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 
1990); M.P.E.P. §2131. 

C. The Ebay Reference 

The Ebay reference discloses a list of product categories through which a user may 
navigate to find a desired category (e.g., a Sports Category). (See Pages 1-2) The user may 
then search within the desired category for a desired item (e.g., items relating to Roberto 
Clemente). (See Pages 2-5) The Ebay reference also discloses returning search results for the 
search performed by the user, which may include a list of found items matching certain 
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search terms entered by the user. {See Pages 3 and 5) A user may click on a particular found 
item, and the ebay.com web site will display certain information about the particular found 
item. {See Page 6) 

ZX Group 1 (Claims 1-2, 4-7, 11-12, 14-16, 20-21, and 23-25) 
Claims 1-2, 4-7, 11-12, 14-16, 20-21, and 23-25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being anticipated by the Ebay reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these 
claims are clearly patentable over the Ebay reference. Appellants respectfully submit that 
these rejections are therefore improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

Claims 1-2, 4-7, 11-12, 14-16, 20-21, and 23-25 are separately patentable from every 
other claim subject to the same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are 
substantially different from limitations recited in other claims. In addition, claims excluded 
from Group 1 that are subject to the same ground of rejection and that depend on independent 
Claims 1, 11, and 20, respectively, recite patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond 
those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, and 20 and cannot be properly grouped with 
independent Claims 1,11, and 20 for purposes of this Appeal. 

Independent Claim 1, which Appellants discuss as an example, recites: 

A global content directory for a distributed plurality of seller 
databases, each seller database being associated with a corresponding seller 
and distinct from other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller 
databases, the global content directory comprising: 

a directory structure comprising a plurality of product classes 
organized in a hierarchy, each product class categorizing a plurality of 
products and defining one or more attributes of the products categorized in the 
product class; 

one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality 
of product classes, each pointer identifying the seller database in the 
distributed plurality of seller databases in which product data enabling a 
product transaction is stored for products associated with the product class, 
the seller database identified by the pointer being associated with its 
corresponding seller and being distinct from other seller databases in the 
distributed plurality of seller databases; and 

a search interface operable to communicate, in response to a selection 
of a product class by a user of the global content directory, a search query for 
product data to the one or more seller database identified by the one or more 
pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller database 
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being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other 
seller databases in the plurality of seller database. 

The Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest various limitations recited in 
Claim 1. 

For example, the Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "one or more 
pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of product classes, each pointer 
identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of seller databases in which 
product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products associated with the 
product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being associated with its 
corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in the distributed 
plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1. As illustrated by the archived 
screenshots of ebay.com (which make up the Ebay reference), seller information is displayed 
when a user selects a particular found item. Based on the screenshots that make up the Ebay 
reference, however, there is no way to know how the system disclosed in the Ebay reference 
works or how it obtains the search results. 

Forced to speculate as we are, it is likely that a seller wishing to offer an item for 
auction on ebay.com submits information about the seller and the item to ebay.com and 
ebay.com simply stores that information in a single, consolidated database system associated 
with ebay.com that stores information for all sellers offering items for auction on ebay.com. 
This is particularly likely in light of the fact that many, if not most, sellers offering items for 
auction on ebay.com are individuals offering one or possibly a few items for auction, not a 
whole database of items. In fact, ebay.com most likely performs a simple search (e.g., an 
SQL search) of the single, consolidated database associated with ebay.com that stores 
information for all sellers. Each item listing in the database of ebay.com may include a seller 
entry for the seller of the item, category entries listing the categories for the item, and other 
information. Additionally, according to the Ebay reference, the screenshot displaying details 
for a selected found item (e.g., Ebay, Page 6) also includes a link to other items offered by the 
seller. Again, forced to speculate as we are, it is likely that obtaining this information for 
display is a matter of simply performing another search of the single, consolidated database 
associated with ebay.com that stores information for all sellers offering items for auction on 
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ebay.com. Thus, the Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest the plurality of seller 
databases, let alone "the plurality of distributed seller databases," and even more clearly 
"each pointer identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of seller databases 
in which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products associated with 
the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being associated with its 
corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in the distributed 
plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1 

Appellants made these arguments during prosecution. In response, the Examiner 
indicated that the Ebay reference discloses "one or more pointers associated with each 
product class in the plurality of product classes, each pointer identifying the seller database in 
the distributed plurality of seller databases in which product data enabling a product 
transaction is stored for products associated with the product class, the seller database 
identified by the pointer being associated with its corresponding seller and being distinct 
from the other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases," as recited in 
Claim 1. {See, e.g., Final Office Action, Pages 8-9) 

First, the Examiner argued that the limitation "a plurality of seller databases" 2 is not 
positively claimed, that this limitation was considered by the Examiner to be an intended use 
of the global content directory, and that such intended use recitations do not impose any 
structural limitations upon the claimed apparatus that differentiates it from a prior art 
reference disclosing the structural limitations of the claim. (See Office Action mailed March 
22, 2004, Page 9 and Final Office Action, Page 9) The Examiner's statements apparently 
raise a question of the patentable weight given to certain limitations recited in Claim 1. 

Appellants reiterate that "[a] claim is anticipated only if each and every element as 
set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art 
reference." Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 2 U.S.P.Q.2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. 
Cir. 1987) (emphasis added); M.P.E.P. § 2131. Stated another way, "for anticipation under 
35 U.S.C. 102, the reference must teach every aspect of the claimed invention either 



2 In fact, Claim 1 recites "a distributed plurality of seller databases, each seller database being associated with a 
corresponding seller and distinct from other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases." 
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explicitly or impliedly." M.P.E.P. § 706.02 (emphasis added). In addition, "ftjhe elements 
must be arranged as required by the claim." M.P.E.P. § 2131 (emphasis added) referencing 
In re Bond, 15 U.S.P.Q.2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990); see also Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 9 
U.S.P.Q.2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 1989). Furthermore, "[t]he identical invention must be 
shown in as complete detail as is contained in the . . . claim." M.P.E.P. § 2131 citing 
Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 868 F.2d 1226, 1236 (Fed. Cir. 1989) (emphasis added). 
Thus, Appellants respectfully submit that it was improper for the Examiner to simply ignore 
the limitations relating to "the distributed plurality of seller databases" recited in Claim 1 . As 
illustrated above, the Ebay reference fails to disclose, either expressly or inherently, each and 
every limitation recited in Claim 1, as is required under the M.P.E.P. and governing Federal 
Circuit cases. 

Additionally, the limitations "a distributed plurality of seller databases, each seller 
database being associated with a corresponding seller and distinct from other seller databases 
in the distributed plurality of seller databases" appear in the preamble as well as the body of 
Claim 1 . The preamble must be given the effect of a limitation if it breathes life and meaning 
into the claim. See MPEP § 2111.02. In order to limit a claim, the preamble must be 
"essential to point out the invention defined by the claim." See Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 
152 (C.C.P.A 1951); see also Pitney Bowes, Inc. v. Hewlett-Packard Co., 182 F.3d 1298, 
1305 (Fed. Cir. 1999) (stating that if the claim preamble, when read in the context of the 
entire claim, recites limitations of the claim, or, if the claim preamble is necessary to give 
life, meaning, and vitality to the claim, then the claim preamble should be construed as if in 
the balance of the claim). Appellants respectfully submit that limitation "the distributed 
plurality of seller databases" recited in the preamble and in the body of Claim 1 breathes life 
and meaning into Claim 1 and is essential to point out the invention defined by Claim 1 . 

Moreover, whether or not the "distributed plurality of seller databases" are positively 
recited in Claim 1, certain structures of Claim 1 that are unquestionably positively recited 
(e.g., the one or more pointers associated with each product class and the search interface), 
and certain functions performed with respect to those positively-recited structures, are further 
defined by or performed with respect to the distributed plurality of seller databases. For 
example, Claim 1 recites that "each pointer identifies] the seller database in the distributed 
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plurality of seller databases in which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for 
products associated with the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being 
associated with its corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in 
the distributed plurality of seller databases." Such recitation clearly serves to structurally 
define the one or more pointers recited in Claim 1 . As another example, the search interface 
recited in Claim 1 is operable to communicate "a search query for product data to the one or 
more seller databases identified by the one or more pointers associated with the selected 
product class, each seller database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct 
from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases." Such recitation clearly 
states what the search interface is operable to do with respect to the distributed plurality of 
seller databases. 

Second, the Examiner argued that "Ebay discloses a plurality of product classes (the 
different categories) having this pointer." (Final Office Action, Page 9) The Examiner stated: 

It is common sense that if a person clicks on the sports class, it will appear 
classes or products related to sports, it would not appear a car or a house, 
etc. When a person finds the product that he was looking for, that product 
has his own pointer, that is different from the others and it is connected to 
the seller database (information or more products that the seller is offering). 
There is no speculation of how Ebay works. 

(Final Office Action, Page 9) 

Appellants again respectfully submit that there is in fact much speculation regarding 
how Ebay works, at least because there is no way that the Examiner can know how the 
system disclosed in the Ebay reference works or how it obtains its search results, as 
Appellants repeatedly discussed throughout prosecution and above. During prosecution, 
Appellants requested that if the Examiner was relying on "common knowledge" or "well 
known" art to modify the Ebay reference, the Examiner provide a reference pursuant to 
M.P.E.P. § 2144.03 to support such an argument. Appellants also requested that if the 
Examiner was relying on personal knowledge to supply the required motivation or suggestion 
to modify the Ebay reference, the Examiner provide an affidavit supporting such facts 
pursuant to M.P.E.P. § 2144.03. The Examiner did not do so. Appellants respectfully submit 
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that since such a reference or affidavit was not supplied by the Examiner, the anticipation 
rejection made by the Examiner was clearly inappropriate. Furthermore, Appellants reiterate 
that any seller database used by the system disclosed in the Ebay reference is likely a single 
seller database for all sellers offering items for sale on ebay.com, as Appellants repeatedly 
explained. The Examiner has presented no evidence (other than his summary conclusions) 
otherwise. The Ebay reference clearly fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "one or more 
pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of product classes, each pointer 
identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of seller databases in which 
product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products associated with the 
product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being associated with its 
corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in the distributed 
plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1 . 

Third, the Examiner argued that "[a]s to applicants' arguments that Ebay fails to 
disclose pointers (Page 10, Line 6), Ebay discloses the use of pointers. The Internet is based 
on pointers that define something from another thing." (Final Office Action, Page 9) First, it 
is not clear to Appellants what the Examiner meant (i.e. What thing do the pointers on which 
the Internet is purportedly based define from another thing?). In any event, as Appellants 
have repeatedly explained, even assuming for the sake of argument that ebay.com uses 
pointers as defined by the Examiner, there would still be no disclosure, teaching, or 
suggestion in the Ebay reference that there are "one or more pointers associated with each 
product class in the plurality of product classes, each pointer identifying the seller database 
in the distributed plurality of seller databases in which product data enabling a product 
transaction is stored for products associated with the product class, the seller database 
identified by the pointer being associated with its corresponding seller and being distinct 
from the other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases" as recited in 
Claim 1. At best, the pointers used by ebay.com would simply indicate a memory address 
within the single, consolidated database associated with ebay.com that stores information 
for all sellers offering items for auction on ebay.com. It appears that instead of addressing 
this argument, the Examiner merely asserted that because the Ebay reference discloses 
multiple sellers, the Ebay reference discloses this limitation. Appellants have clearly 
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demonstrated above (and throughout prosecution) that these assertions are misplaced, 
insufficient, and simply incorrect. 

Furthermore, with respect to the Examiner's third argument, the Examiner's apparent 
equation of multiple sellers with the distributed plurality of seller databases of Claim 1 cannot 
be made. For example, a hypothetical system could include a plurality of sellers, but fail to 
include a plurality of seller databases. Even more clearly, the hypothetical system could 
include a plurality of sellers, but fail to include "a distributed plurality of seller databases, 
each seller database being associated with a corresponding seller and distinct from other 
seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases," as recited in Claim 1. The 
information regarding the products offered by the multiple sellers may be stored in a single, 
consolidated database associated with the hypothetical system that stores information for all 
sellers offering items for sale. 

Fourth, the Examiner stated, "As to applicants' arguments that Ebay performs a 
simple search (SQL search), instead of what is claimed, Ebay also offers this simple search 
instead of looking through the hierarchy." (Final Office Action, Page 9; citations omitted) In 
fact, what Appellants stated during prosecution was that since there is no way of knowing 
how the system disclosed in the Ebay reference performs its search based solely on the 
screenshots of the Ebay reference, ebay.com most likely performs a simple search (e.g., an 
SQL search) of the single, consolidated database associated with ebay.com that stores 
information for all sellers. {See, e.g., Response mailed January 20, 2004) As best as 
Appellants can glean from the Examiner's statement, the Examiner was proposing that 
ebay.com could perform either a SQL search or a search in response to selection of a product 
class in a hierarchy of product classes. First, Appellants reiterate yet again that there is no 
way for the Examiner to know this based on the screenshots of the Ebay reference. Second, 
even if a search is performed in response to navigation through the hierarchy of product 
classes on ebay.com, that search is still very likely a simple search (e.g., an SQL search) of 
the single, consolidated database associated with ebay.com that stores information for all 
sellers. The Examiner did not provide evidence otherwise. 
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As another example of the Ebay reference's deficiencies with respect to Claim 1, the 
Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "a search interface operable to 
communicate, in response to a selection of a product class by a user of the global content 
directory, a search query for product data to the one or more seller databases identified by 
the one or more pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller database 
being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases 
in the plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1. The Ebay reference discloses a 
search entry blank and results for the search. However, as best as can be determined from the 
screenshots making up the Ebay reference, the search performed is likely of a single, 
consolidated database associated with ebay.com that stores information for all sellers 
offering items for auction on ebay.com. There is simply no disclosure, teaching, or 
suggestion of "a plurality of seller databases," let alone communicating "a search query for 
product data to the one or more seller databases identified by the one or more pointers 
associated with the selected product class, each seller database being associated with its 
corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases," as recited in Claim 1 . 

Appellants made these arguments during prosecution. In response, the Examiner 
stated, "As to Applicants' arguments that Ebay fails to disclose a search interface, Ebay 
discloses this limitation. Ebay discloses a search interface (Search blank) that allows a user 
to find all the different products presented by the sellers according to the search." (Office 
Action mailed March 22, 2004, Page 10) The Examiner's summary of Appellants' argument 
is incorrect. Rather than simply stating that the Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or 
suggest a search interface, Appellants argued in the previous Response (as reiterated above) 
that the Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest a search interface as recited in 
Appellants' Claim 1. In particular, Appellants argued during prosecution (as reiterated 
above) that the Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "a search interface operable 
to communicate, in response to a selection of a product class by a user of the global content 
directory, a search query for product data to the one or more seller databases identified by 
the one or more pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller database 
being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases 
in the plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1. Thus, the mere fact that the Ebay 
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reference may disclose a search interface that allows a user to find all the different products 
presented by the sellers according to the search/' as stated by the Examiner, in no way 
discloses, teaches, or suggests "a plurality of seller databases," let alone communicating "a 
search query for product data to the one or more seller databases identified by the one or 
more pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller database being 
associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the 
plurality of seller databases'' as recited in Claim 1 . 

For at least these reasons, the Ebay reference is clearly insufficient to support the 
Examiner's rejection of independent Claim 1 and its dependent claims under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b). For at least analogous reasons, the Ebay reference is clearly insufficient to support 
the Examiner's rejection of independent Claims 11 and 20 and their dependent claims under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b). These claims are therefore patentable over the Ebay reference. 
Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are improper and should be reversed by 
the Board. 

E. Group 2 (Claims 3, 13, and 22) 

Claims 3, 13, and 22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
the Ebay reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these claims are clearly patentable 
over the Ebay reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore 
improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

Claims 3, 13, and 22 are separately patentable from every other claim subject to the 
same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are substantially different from 
limitations recited in the claims of other groups and cannot be properly grouped with the 
claims of other groups for purposes of this Appeal. For example, these claims recite 
patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, 
and 20. 

Dependent Claims 3, 13, and 22 depend from independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, 
respectively, which Appellants have shown above to be clearly patentable over the Ebay 
reference, and are allowable for at least this reason. Furthermore, in addition to those reasons 
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discussed above with reference to independent Claims 1,11, and 20, dependent Claims 3, 13, 
and 22 recite further patentable distinctions over the Ebay reference. 

For example, dependent Claim 3 recites that "the directory structure is distributed 
between a plurality of computers." Dependent Claims 13 and 22 recite analogous limitations. 
Ebay fails to disclose, teach, or suggest these limitations. 

The Examiner indicated that a situation in which "different buyers and sellers enter 
through the Internet" discloses the limitations recited in Claims 3, 13, and 22. {See Final 
Office Action, Page 3) Appellants respectfully disagree. Appellants submit that there is 
simply no way to know based on the mere screenshots that make up the Ebay reference how 
the directory structure of Ebay is organized. The fact that users of ebay.com located at 
different computers can access the directory structure of ebay.com discloses nothing 
regarding the structure of the directory itself, let alone that it is "distributed between a 
plurality of computers." Apparently, the Examiner misinterpreted these claims as reciting 
that the directory structure is distributed to a plurality of computers, which is incorrect. In 
any event, the Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "the directory structure 
[being] distributed between a plurality of computers," as recited in Claims 3, 13, and 22. 

For at least these reasons, the Ebay reference fails to support the anticipation rejection 
of dependent Claims 3, 13, and 22. These claims are therefore patentable over the Ebay 
reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are improper and should be 
reversed by the Board. 

F. Group 3 (Claims 9, 18, and 27) 

Claims 9, 18, and 27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
the Ebay reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these claims are clearly patentable 
over the Ebay reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore 
improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

Claims 9, 18, and 27 are separately patentable from every other claim subject to the 
same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are substantially different from 
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limitations recited in the claims of other groups and cannot be properly grouped with the 
claims of other groups for purposes of this Appeal. For example, these claims recite 
patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, 
and 20. 

Dependent Claims 9, 18, and 27 depend from independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, 
respectively, which Appellants have shown above to be clearly patentable over the Ebay 
reference, and are allowable for at least this reason. Furthermore, in addition to those reasons 
discussed above with reference to independent Claims 1,11, and 20, dependent Claims 9, 18, 
and 27 recite further patentable distinctions over the Ebay reference. 

For example, dependent Claim 9 recites that "the search interface is further operable 
to receive search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its 
corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases in response to the search query, the search results including product data associated 
with one or more products satisfying the search query, the directory operable to communicate 
the search results to the user." Dependent Claims 18 and 27 recite analogous limitations. 
Without citation or explanation, the Examiner summarily concluded that the Ebay reference 
discloses these limitations. (See Final Office Action, Page 4) Appellants respectfully 
disagree. 

As discussed above with respect to independent Claim 1, the Ebay reference discloses 
a search entry blank and results for the search. However, as best as can be determined from 
the screenshots making up the Ebay reference, the search performed is likely of a single, 
consolidated database associated with ebay.com that stores information for all sellers 
offering items for auction on ebay.com. There is simply no disclosure, teaching, or 
suggestion of "a plurality of seller databases," let alone communicating "a search query for 
product data to the one or more seller databases identified by the one or more pointers 
associated with the selected product class, each seller database being associated with its 
corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases," as recited in Claim 1. The mere fact that the Ebay reference may disclose a 
search interface that allows a user to find all the different products presented by the sellers 
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according to the search," as stated by the Examiner, in no way discloses, teaches, or suggests 
"a plurality of seller databases," let alone communicating "a search query for product data to 
the one or more seller databases identified by the one or more pointers associated with the 
selected product class, each seller database being associated with its corresponding seller 
and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases" as recited 
in Claim 1 . 

Appellants respectfully submit that it would be equally speculative to conclude that 
the Ebay reference discloses, teaches, or suggests a search interface operable to "receive 
search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its corresponding 
seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases in 
response to the search query, the search results including product data associated with one or 
more products satisfying the search query, the directory operable to communicate the search 
results to the user," as recited in Claim 9 for example. Indeed, there is simply no indication 
in the Ebay reference that its system searches a distributed plurality of distinct database; thus, 
the Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest a search interface operable to "receive 
search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its corresponding 
seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases in 
response to the search query, the search results including product data associated with one or 
more products satisfying the search query, the directory operable to communicate the search 
results to the user," as recited in Claim 9 for example. 

For at least these reasons, the Ebay reference fails to support the anticipation rejection 
of dependent Claims 9, 18, and 27. These claims are therefore patentable over the Ebay 
reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are improper and should be 
reversed by the Board. 

G. Group 4 (Claims 10, 79, and 28) 

Claims 10, 19, and 28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
the Ebay reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these claims are clearly patentable 
over the Ebay reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore 
improper and should be reversed by the Board. 
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Claims 10, 19, and 28 are separately patentable from every other claim subject to the 
same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are substantially different from 
limitations recited in the claims of other groups and cannot be properly grouped with the 
claims of other groups for purposes of this Appeal. For example, these claims recite 
patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, 
and 20. 

Dependent Claims 10, 19, and 28 depend from independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, 
respectively, which Appellants have shown above to be clearly patentable over the Ebay 
reference, and are allowable for at least this reason. Furthermore, in addition to those reasons 
discussed above with reference to independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, dependent Claims 10, 
19, and 28 recite further patentable distinctions over the Ebay reference. 

For example, dependent Claim 10 recites: 

The directory of Claim 9, wherein the directory is operable to: 
receive a selection from the user of a product for which product data is 
included in the search results; and 

communicate address information associated with a seller database 
associated with a seller of the selected product, the seller database including 
product data for the selected product, the address information enabling the 
user to communicate with the seller associated with the seller database to 
conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected product. 

Dependent Claims 19 and 28 recite analogous limitations. The Ebay reference fails to 
disclose, teach, or suggest these limitations. 

The Examiner simply stated, "Ebay discloses that the directory receives a selection 
from the user of a product data from the search and in response the user will get information 
of the seller and the product (See the description of the product)." (Final Office Action, Page 
4) Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner improperly summarized the recitations 
of Appellants' claims. In particular, Claim 10, for example, recites that the directory is 
operable to receive a selection from the user of a product for which product data is included 
in the search results and "communicate address information associated with a seller 
database associated with a seller of the selected product, the seller database including 
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product data for the selected product, the address information enabling the user to 
communicate with the seller associated with the seller database to conduct a commerce 
transaction relating to the selected product" Whether or not the Ebay reference discloses 
that "the user will get information of the seller and the product," as asserted by the Examiner, 
the Ebay reference still fails to disclose, teach, or suggest a directory operable to 
"communicate address information associated with a seller database associated with a 
seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for the selected 
product, the address information enabling the user to communicate with the seller 
associated with the seller database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the 
selected product" as recited in Claim 10 for example. This is even more clear in light of the 
Ebay reference's failure to even disclose, teach, or suggest "a seller database associated with 
a seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for the selected 
product" as recited in Claim 1 0 for example. 

For at least these reasons, the Ebay reference fails to support the anticipation rejection 
of dependent Claims 10, 19, and 28. These claims are therefore patentable over the Ebay 
reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are improper and should be 
reversed by the Board. 

II. The Claims are Patentable over the Amazon Reference 

A. Overview 

Claims 1-7, 9-16, 18-25, and 27-28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by the Amazon reference. A copy of the Amazon reference is attached as 
Appendix C. Appellants respectfully submit that Claims 1-7, 9-16, 18-25, and 27-28 are 
clearly patentable over the Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these 
rejections are therefore improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

B. Standard 

Appellants respectfully direct the Board's attention to Section LB above, which 
discusses the heavy burden incumbent on the Examiner for demonstrating that a reference 
anticipates the claims of an application. 
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C. The Amazon Reference 

The Amazon reference discloses certain features similar to those discussed above with 
reference to the Ebay reference. The Amazon reference discloses a list of product categories 
through which a user may navigate to find a desired category (e.g., Electronics), within which 
the user may search for a desired item (e.g., DVD players). (See Pages 1 and 3-4) The 
Amazon reference also discloses returning search results for the search performed by the user, 
which may include a found item matching certain search terms entered by the user. (See Page 
5) The found item returned in the search result (e.g., based on the search term "DVD") may 
be associated with a seller (e.g., Philips). (See Pages 4-6) Amazon.com displays various 
information related to the found item (See Pages 5-6), including sellers of the item other than 
amazon.com. (See Page 5) 

D. Group 1 (Claims 1-2, 4-7, 11-12, 14-16, 20-21, and 23-25) 

Claims 1-2, 4-7, 11-12, 14-16, 20-21, and 23-25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being anticipated by the Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that 
these claims are clearly patentable over the Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully 
submit that these rejections are therefore improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

Claims 1-2, 4-7, 11-12, 14-16, 20-21, and 23-25 are separately patentable from every 
other claim subject to the same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are 
substantially different from limitations recited in other claims. In addition, claims excluded 
from Group 1 that are subject to the same ground of rejection and that depend on independent 
Claims 1, 11, and 20, respectively, recite patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond 
those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, and 20 and cannot be properly grouped with 
independent Claims 1,11, and 20 for purposes of this Appeal. 

Like the Ebay reference, the Amazon reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest 
various limitations recited in Claim 1 . 

For example, the Amazon reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "one or more 
pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of product classes, each pointer 
identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of seller databases in which 



DAL01:83 1863.2 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 
020431.0753 



37 



PATENT APPLICATION 
USSN 09/745,978 



product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products associated with the 
product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being associated with its 
corresponding seller and being distinct from other seller databases in the distributed 
plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1. As illustrated by the archived 
screenshots of amazon.com (which make up the Amazon reference), a "More Buying 
Choices" section of the Amazon reference {see Page 5) may be returned with the search 
results, which allows a user to view other sellers (i.e. other than amazon.com) that offer the 
found product for sale. However, as discussed above with reference to the Ebay reference, 
based on the screenshots that make up the Amazon reference, there is no way to know how 
the system disclosed in the Amazon reference works or how it obtains the search results. 

Forced to speculate as we are, it is likely that one of the "other sellers" wishing to 
offer an item for sale on amazon.com submits information about the seller and the item to 
amazon.com and amazon.com simply stores that information in a single, consolidated 
database associated with amazon.com that stores information for all "other sellers" offering 
items for sale on amazon.com. For example, a seller may submit to amazon.com a message 
indicating that the seller has a used Philips DVD player that the seller is willing to sell for 
$130.00. Amazon.com then likely stores this in the single, consolidated database associated 
with amazon.com that stores information for all "other sellers" offering to sell items through 
amazon.com. In response to a search request for "More Buying Choices" for the Philips 
DVD740VR DVD/VCR Combo {see Amazon, Page 5), amazon.com most likely performs a 
simple search (e.g., an SQL search) of a the single, consolidated database associated with 
amazon.com that stores information for all "other sellers" Each item listing in the single, 
consolidated database associated with amazon.com (e.g., the Philips DVD740VR 
DVD/VCR Combo) may include a seller entry for other sellers of the item, category entries 
listing the categories for the item (e.g., Electronics), and other information. But this type of 
search does not involve accessing any "seller database in the distributed plurality of seller 
databases" the seller database "being associated with its corresponding seller and being 
distinct from the other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases" as 
recited in Claim 1. There simply is no disclosure, teaching, or suggestion in the Amazon 
reference of "one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of 
product classes, each pointer identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of 
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seller databases in which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for 
products associated with the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer 
being associated with its corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller 
databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1 . 

In response to such arguments made by Appellants during prosecution, the Examiner 
referred to his arguments made with reference to the Ebay reference. {See Final Office 
Action, Page 10) Thus, rather than burden the record by reiterating all of the arguments 
presented above with respect to the Ebay reference and the Examiner's responses to 
Appellants' arguments presented during prosecution, Appellants respectfully refer the 
Board's attention to the arguments presented above with respect to the Ebay reference. 

As just one example, even assuming for the sake of argument that amazon.com uses 
pointers as defined by the Examiner, there would still be no disclosure, teaching, or 
suggestion in the Amazon reference that there are "one or more pointers associated with 
each product class in the plurality of product classes, each pointer identifying the seller 
database in the distributed plurality of seller databases in which product data enabling a 
product transaction is stored for products associated with the product class, the seller 
database identified by the pointer being associated with its corresponding seller and being 
distinct from the other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases" as 
recited in Claim 1. At best, the pointers used by amazon.com would simply indicate a 
memory address within the single, consolidated database associated with amazon.com that 
stores information for all sellers offering items for sale on amazon.com. 

As another example, the Amazon reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "a 
search interface operable to communicate, in response to a selection of a product class by a 
user of the global content directory, a search query for product data to the one or more seller 
databases identified by the one or more pointers associated with the selected product class, 
each seller database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the 
other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1. As best as 
can be determined by the screenshots making up the Amazon reference, the search performed 
is likely of a single, consolidated database associated with amazon.com that stores 
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information for all sellers offering items for sale on amazon.com. There is simply no 
disclosure, teaching, or suggestion of "a plurality of seller databases," let alone 
communicating "a search query for product data to the one or more seller databases 
identified by the one or more pointers associated with the selected product class, each 
associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the 
plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1 . 

For at least these reasons, the Amazon reference is clearly insufficient to support the 
Examiner's rejection of independent Claim 1 and its dependent claims under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b). For at least analogous reasons, the Amazon reference is clearly insufficient to support 
the Examiner's rejection of independent Claims 1 1 and 20 and their dependent claims under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b). These claims are therefore patentable over the Amazon reference. 
Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are improper and should be reversed by 
the Board. 

E. Group 2 (Claims 5, 13, and 22) 

Claims 3, 13, and 22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
the Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these claims are clearly patentable 
over the Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore 
improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

Claims 3, 13, and 22 are separately patentable from every other claim subject to the 
same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are substantially different from 
limitations recited in the claims of other groups and cannot be properly grouped with the 
claims of other groups for purposes of this Appeal. For example, these claims recite 
patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, 
and 20. 

Dependent Claims 3, 13, and 22 depend from independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, 
respectively, which Appellants have shown above to be clearly patentable over the Amazon 
reference, and are allowable for at least this reason. Furthermore, in addition to those reasons 
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discussed above with reference to independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, dependent Claims 3, 13, 
and 22 recite further patentable distinctions over the Amazon reference. 

For example, dependent Claim 3 recites that "the directory structure is distributed 
between a plurality of computers." Dependent Claims 13 and 22 recite analogous limitations. 
The Amazon reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest these limitations. 

The Examiner indicated that a situation in which "different buyers and sellers enter 
through the Internet" discloses the limitations recited in Claims 3, 13, and 22. {See Final 
Office Action, Page 5) Appellants respectfully disagree. Appellants submit that there is 
simply no way to know based on the mere screenshots that make up the Amazon reference 
how the directory structure of Amazon is organized. The fact that users of amazon.com 
located at different computers can access the directory structure of amazon.com discloses 
nothing regarding the structure of the directory itself, let alone that it is "distributed between 
a plurality of computers." Apparently, the Examiner misinterpreted these claims as reciting 
that the directory structure is distributed to a plurality of computers, which is incorrect. In 
any event, the Amazon reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "the directory structure 
[being] distributed between a plurality of computers," as recited in Claims 3,13, and 22. 

For at least these reasons, the Amazon reference fails to support the anticipation 
rejection of dependent Claims 3, 13, and 22. These claims are therefore patentable over the 
Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are improper and 
should be reversed by the Board. 

F. Group 3 (Claims 9, 18, and 27) 

Claims 9, 18, and 27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
the Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these claims are clearly patentable 
over the Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore 
improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

Claims 9, 18, and 27 are separately patentable from every other claim subject to the 
same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are substantially different from 
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limitations recited in the claims of other groups and cannot be properly grouped with the 
claims of other groups for purposes of this Appeal. For example, these claims recite 
patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, 
and 20. 

Dependent Claims 9, 18, and 27 depend from independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, 
respectively, which Appellants have shown above to be clearly patentable over the Amazon 
reference, and are allowable for at least this reason. Furthermore, in addition to those reasons 
discussed above with reference to independent Claims 1,11, and 20, dependent Claims 9, 18, 
and 27 recite further patentable distinctions over the Amazon reference. 

For example, dependent Claim 9 recites that "the search interface is further operable 
to receive search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its 
corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases in response to the search query, the search results including product data associated 
with one or more products satisfying the search query, the directory operable to communicate 
the search results to the user." Dependent Claims 18 and 27 recite analogous limitations. 
Without citation or explanation, the Examiner summarily concluded that the Amazon 
reference discloses these limitations. (See Final Office Action, Page 5) Appellants 
respectfully disagree. 

As discussed above with respect to independent Claim 1, the Amazon reference 
discloses a search entry blank and results for the search. However, as best as can be 
determined from the screenshots making up the Amazon reference, the search performed is 
likely of a single, consolidated database associated with amazon.com that stores information 
for all sellers offering items for auction on amazon.com. There is simply no disclosure, 
teaching, or suggestion of "a plurality of seller databases," let alone communicating "a search 
query for product data to the one or more seller databases identified by the one or more 
pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller database being associated 
with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of 
seller databases" as recited in Claim 1. The mere fact that the Amazon reference may 
disclose a search interface that allows a user to find all the different products presented by the 
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sellers according to the search," as stated by the Examiner, in no way discloses, teaches, or 
suggests "a plurality of seller databases," let alone communicating "a search query for 
product data to the one or more seller databases identified by the one or more pointers 
associated with the selected product class, each seller database being associated with its 
corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases" as recited in Claim 1 . 

Appellants respectfully submit that it would be equally speculative to conclude that 
the Amazon reference discloses, teaches, or suggests a search interface operable to "receive 
search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its corresponding 
seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases in 
response to the search query, the search results including product data associated with one or 
more products satisfying the search query, the directory operable to communicate the search 
results to the user," as recited in Claim 9 for example. Indeed, there is simply no indication 
in the Amazon reference that its system searches a distributed plurality of distinct database; 
thus, the Amazon reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest a search interface operable to 
"receive search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its 
corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases in response to the search query, the search results including product data 
associated with one or more products satisfying the search query, the directory operable to 
communicate the search results to the user," as recited in Claim 9 for example. 

For at least these reasons, the Amazon reference fails to support the anticipation 
rejection of dependent Claims 9, 18, and 27. These claims are therefore patentable over the 
Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are improper and 
should be reversed by the Board. 

G. Group 4 (Claims 10, 19, and 28) 

Claims 10, 19, and 28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
the Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these claims are clearly patentable 
over the Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore 
improper and should be reversed by the Board. 
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Claims 10, 19, and 28 are separately patentable from every other claim subject to the 
same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are substantially different from 
limitations recited in the claims of other groups and cannot be properly grouped with the 
claims of other groups for purposes of this Appeal. For example, these claims recite 
patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, 
and 20. 

Dependent Claims 10, 19, and 28 depend from independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, 
respectively, which Appellants have shown above to be clearly patentable over the Amazon 
reference, and are allowable for at least this reason. Furthermore, in addition to those reasons 
discussed above with reference to independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, dependent Claims 10, 
19, and 28 recite further patentable distinctions over the Amazon reference. 

For example, dependent Claim 10 recites: 

The directory of Claim 9, wherein the directory is operable to: 
receive a selection from the user of a product for which product data is 
included in the search results; and 

communicate address information associated with a seller database 
associated with a seller of the selected product, the seller database including 
product data for the selected product, the address information enabling the 
user to communicate with the seller associated with the seller database to 
conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected product. 

Dependent Claims 19 and 28 recite analogous limitations. The Amazon reference 
fails to disclose, teach, or suggest these limitations. 

The Examiner simply stated, "Amazon discloses that the directory receives a selection 
from the user of a product data from the search and in response the user will get information 
of the seller and the product (Pages 5 and 6)." (Final Office Action, Page 6) Appellants 
respectfully submit that the Examiner improperly summarized the recitations of Appellants' 
claims. In particular, Claim 10, for example, recites that the directory is operable to receive a 
selection from the user of a product for which product data is included in the search results 
and "communicate address information associated with a seller database associated with a 
seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for the selected 
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product, the address information enabling the user to communicate with the seller 
associated with the seller database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the 
selected product." Whether or not the Amazon reference discloses that "the user will get 
information of the seller and the product," as asserted by the Examiner, the Amazon reference 
still fails to disclose, teach, or suggest a directory operable to ''communicate address 
information associated with a seller database associated with a seller of the selected 
product, the seller database including product data for the selected product, the address 
information enabling the user to communicate with the seller associated with the seller 
database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected product" as recited in 
Claim 10 for example. This is even more clear in light of the Amazon reference's failure to 
even disclose, teach, or suggest "a seller database associated with a seller of the selected 
product, the seller database including product data for the selected product" as recited in 
Claim 10 for example. 

For at least these reasons, the Amazon reference fails to support the anticipation 
rejection of dependent Claims 10, 19, and 28. These claims are therefore patentable over the 
Amazon reference. Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are improper and 
should be reversed by the Board. 

III. The Claims are Patentable over the Proposed Rajaraman-Ebay Combination 

A. Overview 

Claims 1-28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
Examiner's proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. A copy of Rajaraman is attached as 
Appendix D. Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner's proposed Rajaraman-Ebay 
combination fails to support the obviousness rejections of Claims 1-28. Appellants 
respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore improper and should be reversed by the 
Board. 

B. Standard 

The question raised under 35 U.S.C. § 103 is whether the prior art taken as a whole 
would suggest the claimed invention taken as a whole to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention. See 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Accordingly, even if all elements of a claim 
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are disclosed in various prior art references, which is certainly not the case here as discussed 
below, the claimed invention taken as a whole cannot be said to be obvious without some 
reason given in the prior art why one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention would have 
been prompted to modify the teachings of a reference or combine the teachings of multiple 
references to arrive at the claimed invention. 

The M.P.E.P. sets forth the strict legal standard for establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness based on modification or combination of prior art references. "To establish a 
prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. First, there must be some 
suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or combine reference 
teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior art 
reference (or references where combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. 1 ' 
M.P.E.P. § 2142, 2143. The teaching, suggestion, or motivation for the modification or 
combination and the reasonable expectation of success must both be found in the prior art and 
cannot be based on an applicant's disclosure. See Id. (citations omitted). "Obviousness can 
only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found 
either explicitly or implicitly in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art" at the time of the invention. M.P.E.P. § 2143.01. 
Even the fact that references can be modified or combined does not render the resultant 
modification or combination obvious unless the prior art teaches or suggests the desirability 
of the modification or combination. See Id. (citations omitted). Moreover, "To establish 
prima facie obviousness of a claimed invention, all the claim limitations must be taught or 
suggested by the prior art. All words in a claim must be considered in judging the 
patentability of that claim against the prior art." M.P.E.P. § 2143.03 (citations omitted). 

The governing Federal Circuit case law makes this strict legal standard even more 
clear. 3 According to the Federal Circuit, "a showing of a suggestion, teaching, or motivation 
to combine or modify prior art references is an essential component of an obviousness 

3 Note M.P.E.P. 2145 X.C. ("The Federal Circuit has produced a number of decisions overturning obviousness 
rejections due to a lack of suggestion in the prior art of the desirability of combining references."). 
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holding." In re Sang-Su Lee, 277 F.3d 1338, 1343, 61 U.S.P.Q.2d 1430, 1433 (Fed. Cir. 
2002) (quoting Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp. v. Philip Morris Inc., 229 F.3d 1120, 
1124-25, 56 U.S.P.Q.2d 1456, 1459 (Fed. Cir. 2000)). "Evidence of a suggestion, teaching, 
or motivation . . . may flow from the prior art references themselves, the knowledge of one of 
ordinary skill in the art, or, in some cases, the nature of the problem to be solved." In re 
Dembiczak, 175 F.3d 994, 999, 50 U.S.P.Q.2d 1614, 1617 (Fed. Cir. 1999). However, the 
"range of sources available . . . does not diminish the requirement for actual evidence." Id. 
Although a prior art device "may be capable of being modified to run the way the apparatus is 
claimed, there must be a suggestion or motivation in the reference to do so." In re Mills, 916 
F.2d at 682, 16 U.S.P.Q.2d at 1432. See also In re Rouffet, 149 F.3d 1350, 1357, 47 
U.S.P.Q.2d 1453, 1457-58 (Fed. Cir. 1998) (holding a prima facie case of obviousness not 
made where the combination of the references taught every element of the claimed invention 
but did not provide a motivation to combine); In Re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 351, 21 U.S.P.Q.2d 
1941, 1944 (Fed. Cir. 1992) ("Conspicuously missing from this record is any evidence, other 
than the PTO's speculation (if that can be called evidence) that one of ordinary skill in the 
herbicidal art would have been motivated to make the modification of the prior art salts 
necessary to arrive at" the claimed invention.). Even a determination that it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to try the proposed 
modification or combination is not sufficient to establish a prima facie case of obviousness. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 1075, 5 U.S.P.Q .2d 1596, 1599 (Fed. Cir. 1988). 

In addition, the M.P.E.P. and the Federal Circuit repeatedly warn against using an 
applicant's disclosure as a blueprint to reconstruct the claimed invention. For example, the 
M.P.E.P. states, "The tendency to resort to 'hindsight' based upon applicant's disclosure is 
often difficult to avoid due to the very nature of the examination process. However, 
impermissible hindsight must be avoided and the legal conclusion must be reached on the 
basis of the facts gleaned from the prior art." M.P.E.P. § 2142. The governing Federal 
Circuit cases are equally clear. "A critical step in analyzing the patentability of claims 
pursuant to [35 U.S.C. § 103] is casting the mind back to the time of invention, to consider 
the thinking of one of ordinary skill in the art, guided only by the prior art references and the 
then-accepted wisdom in the field. . . . Close adherence to this methodology is especially 
important in cases where the very ease with which the invention can be understood may 
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prompt one 'to fall victim to the insidious effect of a hindsight syndrome wherein that which 
only the invention taught is used against its teacher.'" In re Kotzab, 217 F.3d 1365, 1369, 55 
U.S.P.Q.2d 1313, 1316 (Fed. Cir. 2000) (citations omitted). In In re Kotzab, the Federal 
Circuit noted that to prevent the use of hindsight based on the invention to defeat 
patentability of the invention, the court requires the Examiner to show a sufficient motivation 
in the prior art to combine the references that allegedly create the case of obviousness. See 
id. See also, e.g., Grain Processing Corp. v. American Maize-Products, 840 F.2d 902, 907, 5 
U.S.P.Q.2d 1788, 1792 (Fed. Cir. 1988). Similarly, in In re Dembiczak, the Federal Circuit 
reversed a finding of obviousness by the Board, explaining that the required evidence of such 
a teaching, suggestion, or motivation is essential to avoid impermissible hindsight 
reconstruction of an applicant's invention: 

Our case law makes clear that the best defense against the subtle but powerful 
attraction of hind-sight obviousness analysis is rigorous application of the 
requirement for a showing of the teaching or motivation to combine prior art 
references. Combining prior art references without evidence of such a 
suggestion, teaching, or motivation simply takes the inventor's disclosure as a 
blueprint for piecing together the prior art to defeat patentability — the essence 
of hindsight. 

175 F.3d at 999, 50 U.S.P.Q.2d at 1617 (emphasis added) (citations omitted). 
C. Rajaraman 

Rajaraman discloses a method and system for general purpose searching (GPS), 
which allows a user to search for items that best match a search criteria. (Column 2, Lines 57- 
60) To facilitate the searching, the GPS system groups items into a classification hierarchy. 
The GPS system inputs a search criteria from a user, searches for the classifications of items 
that best match the search criteria, and displays those classifications in an order based on how 
well they match the search criteria. (Column 2, Line 65-Column 3, Line 3) The user can then 
select a displayed classification to view the sub-classifications within that classification or, if 
that classification has no sub-classification, the items within that classification. (Column 3, 
Lines 4-7) 
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D. Group 1 (Claims 1-2, 4-7, 11-12, 14-16, 20-21, and 23-25) 
Claims 1-2, 4-7, 11-12, 14-16, 20-21, and 23-25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants 
respectfully submits that these claims are clearly patentable over the proposed Rajaraman- 
Ebay combination. Thus, Appellants respectfully submit that these rejections are improper 
and should be reversed by the Board. 

Claims 1-2, 4-7, 11-12, 14-16, 20-21, and 23-25 are separately patentable from every 
other claim subject to the same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are 
substantially different from limitations recited in other claims. In addition, claims excluded 
from Group 1 that are subject to the same ground of rejection and that depend on independent 
Claims 1,11, and 20, respectively, recite patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond 
those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, and 20 and cannot be properly grouped with 
independent Claims 1,11, and 20 for purposes of this Appeal. 

1. The Proposed Rajaraman-Ebay Combination Fails to Disclose, 
Teach, or Suggest Various Limitations Recited in Appellants' 
Claims 

Rajaraman, even when considered in combination with Ebay, fails to disclose, teach, 
or suggest various limitations recited in Appellants' claims. As an example, Appellants 
discuss Claim 1 . 

For example, Rajaraman fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "one or more pointers 
associated with each product class in the plurality of product classes, each pointer identifying 
the seller database in the distributed plurality of seller databases in which product data 
enabling a product transaction is stored for products associated with the product class, the 
seller database identified by the pointer being associated with its corresponding seller and 
being distinct from the other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller 
databases" as recited in Claim 1 . Figure 2 of Rajaraman makes clear that any product data 
is merely stored in a single product database 201 associated with the system. Nowhere does 
Rajaraman disclose a plurality of seller databases, much less that each pointer identifies a 
seller database in a distributed plurality of seller databases as recited in Claim 1 . At best, 
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Rajaraman discloses that the single product database 201 contains a department table for 
each department in an online store. (Column 5, Lines 65-66) The department may be 
considered the highest classification. (Column 5, Line 66 -Column 6, Line 1) Each 
department table contains one entry for each item that is available to be purchased through 
the department of the online store. (Column 6, Lines 1-2; see also Figures 3 A and 3B) The 
tables include a field that specifies the classification of each item within the classification 
hierarchy and other fields that describe each item. (Column 6, Lines 4-10) One of these 
fields may be a provider field. (Column 6, Lines 10-11) Thus, the items of Rajaraman are 
merely stored in a table associated with the system. Presumably, sellers submit information 
for entry into the tables associated with the system, although Rajaraman does not disclose 
how seller information is entered in the tables. 

Appellants made these arguments during prosecution. In response, the Examiner 
acknowledged, and Appellants agree, that Rajaraman fails to disclose a plurality of seller 
databases. (See Final Office Action, Pages 7 and 10) In particular, the Examiner stated, 
"However, Rajaraman fails to disclose a plurality of seller databases. In other words, that 
Rajaraman fails to disclose that different sellers. Rajaraman discloses a single database 
(Figure 2)." (Final Office Action, Page 7) Appellants are unclear as to the meaning of the 
Examiner's second sentence in the above-quoted passage. If the Examiner intended to state 
that "In other words, Rajaraman fails to disclose [ . . . ] different sellers," then the Examiner 
is essentially equating a failure to teach different sellers with a failure to disclose a plurality 
of seller databases. This equation cannot be made, as Appellants demonstrated above with 
reference to the Ebay reference. For example, as described above with reference to the Ebay 
reference, a hypothetical system could include a plurality of sellers, but fail to include a 
plurality of seller databases. Even more so, the hypothetical system could include a plurality 
of sellers, but fail to include "a distributed plurality of seller databases, each seller database 
being associated with a corresponding seller and distinct from other seller databases in the 
distributed plurality of seller databases," as recited in Claim 1 . The information regarding the 
products offered by the multiple sellers may be stored in a single, consolidated database 
associated with the hypothetical system that stores information for all sellers offering items 
for sale. 
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In any event, the Examiner went on to state, "Ebay teaches that it is known in the art 
to have multiple seller databases (each seller) grouped in a global content directory (site)." 
(Final Office Action, Page 7; see also Page 10) Again, the Examiner equated the plurality of 
seller databases recited in Claim 1 to the fact that multiple sellers can sell items in the system 
disclosed in the Ebay reference. While Appellants agree that the Ebay reference discloses 
multiple sellers, nowhere do the screenshots of the Ebay reference disclose, teach, or suggest 
"one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of product classes, 
each pointer identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of seller databases in 
which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products associated with 
the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being associated with its 
corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in the distributed 
plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1 . The Ebay reference clearly fails to 
account for the deficiencies of Rajaraman. 

As another example, Rajaraman fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "a search interface 
operable to communicate, in response to a selection of a product class by a user of the global 
content directory, a search query for product data to the one or more seller databases 
identified by the one or more pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller 
database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller 
databases in the plurality of seller databases," as recited in Claim 1 . As discussed above, 
there is no disclosure, teaching, or suggestion in Rajaraman of "a distributed plurality of 
seller databases." Rajaraman merely discloses searching its GPS index associated with the 
single product database for terms within its classification hierarchy that match a user's search 
term. There is no disclosure, teaching, or suggestion in Rajaraman of any search of even one 
seller database in response to a user query ~ just a search of the GPS index. There is simply 
no disclosure, teaching, or suggestion of "a plurality of seller databases," let alone 
communicating "a search query for product data to the one or more seller databases 
identified by the one or more pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller 
database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller 
databases in the plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1. As demonstrated 
above, the Ebay reference clearly fails to account for these deficiencies of Rajaraman. 
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2. The Proposed Rajaraman-Ebay Combination is Improper 

Appellants also respectfully submit that the Examiner's proposed Rajaraman-Ebay 
combination is improper at least because the Examiner has not demonstrated the requisite 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation in the cited references, or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention, to combine or modify 
these references in the manner the Examiner proposes. The rejections are improper and 
should be reversed for at least this additional reason. 

With regard to the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination, the Examiner stated, "It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have multiple seller databases, as taught by Ebay, into a device as described by 
Rajaraman, because it is a duplication of component that will not affect how to navigate the 
system. Furthermore, it would have been obvious because it would give more options to the 
customer for an item." Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner's purported 
motivation for combining Rajaraman with the Ebay reference is insufficient under the 
M.P.E.P. and governing Federal Circuit case law. 

First, as discussed above, Appellants respectfully disagree that the Ebay reference 

teaches multiple seller databases, as asserted by the Examiner. Second, it is not entirely clear 

to Appellants what the Examiner meant by "it is a duplication of component that will not 

affect how to navigate the system." Certainly, a system implemented to search "a distributed 

plurality of seller databases, each seller database being associated with a corresponding seller 

and distinct from other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases," as 

recited in Claim 1 for example, might very well be implemented differently than a system 

that includes a single, consolidated database or another centralized database system. 

Furthermore, the fact that neither Rajaraman nor the Ebay reference discloses, teaches, or 

suggests "the distributed plurality of seller databases" recited in Claim 1 results in the 

proposed combination of these references necessarily failing to disclose, teach, or suggest at 

least the following limitation recited in Claim 1 : 

• one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of 
product classes, each pointer identifying the seller database in the 
distributed plurality of seller databases in which product data enabling a 
product transaction is stored for products associated with the product 
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class, the seller database identified by the pointer being associated with its 
corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in 
the distributed plurality of seller databases; and 
• a search interface operable to communicate, in response to a selection of a 
product class by a user of the global content directory, a search query for 
product data to the one or more seller databases identified by the one or 
more pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller 
database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from 
the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases. 

Moreover, the fact that the modification will purportedly "not affect how to navigate the 
system" does not provide the requisite teaching, suggestion, or motivation to combine the 
teachings of two references. 

Given the above-discussed flaws in the Examiner's reasoning, Appellants respectfully 
submit that the Examiner has not provided a proper teaching, suggestion, or motivation to 
combine or modify Rajaraman with the Ebay reference in the manner the Examiner proposes, 
as is required by the M.P.E.P. and governing Federal Circuit case law. Appellants claims are 
allowable for at least this additional reason. 

3. Conclusion with Respect to Group 1 

For at least these reasons, the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination fails support 
the obviousness rejection of independent Claim 1 and its dependent claims. For at least 
analogous reasons, the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination fails to support the 
obviousness rejection of independent Claims 1 1 and 20 $tnd their dependent claims. These 
claims are therefore patentable over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants 
respectfully submit that these rejections are improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

E. Group 2 (Claims 3, 13, and 22) 

Claims 3, 13, and 22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants respectfully submit that these 
claims are clearly patentable over proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants 
respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore improper and should be reversed by the 
Board. 
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Claims 3, 13, and 22 are separately patentable from every other claim subject to the 
same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are substantially different from 
limitations recited in the claims of other groups and cannot be properly grouped with the 
claims of other groups for purposes of this Appeal. For example, these claims recite 
patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, 
and 20. 

Dependent Claims 3, 13, and 22 depend from independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, 
respectively, which Appellants have shown above to be clearly patentable over the proposed 
Rajaraman-Ebay combination, and are allowable for at least this reason. Furthermore, in 
addition to those reasons discussed above with reference to independent Claims 1,11, and 20, 
dependent Claims 3, 13, and 22 recite further patentable distinctions over the proposed 
Rajaraman-Ebay combination. 

For example, dependent Claim 3 recites that "the directory structure is distributed 
between a plurality of computers." Dependent Claims 13 and 22 recite analogous limitations. 
Rajaraman, whether considered alone or in combination with the Ebay reference, fails to 
disclose, teach, or suggest these limitations. 

The Examiner indicated that a situation in which "different buyers and sellers enter 
[the system disclosed in Rajaraman] through the Internet" discloses the limitations recited in 
Claims 3, 13, and 22. {See Final Office Action, Page 7) Appellants respectfully disagree. 
Appellants submit that the fact that users of the system disclosed in Rajaraman located at 
different computers can access the directory structure of the system disclosed in Rajaraman 
discloses nothing regarding the structure of the directory itself, let alone that it is "distributed 
between a plurality of computers." Apparently, the Examiner misinterpreted these claims as 
reciting that the directory structure is distributed to a plurality of computers, which is 
incorrect. In any event, Rajaraman fails to disclose, teach, or suggest "the directory structure 
[being] distributed between a plurality of computers," as recited in Claims 3, 13, and 22. As 
discussed above, the Ebay reference fails to account for these deficiencies of Rajaraman. 
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For at least these reasons, the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination fails support 
the obviousness rejection of dependent Claims 3, 13, and 22. These claims are therefore 
patentable over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants respectfully submit 
that these rejections are improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

F. Group 3 (Claims 9, 18, and 27) 

Claims 9, 18, and 27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants respectfully submit that these 
claims are clearly patentable over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants 
respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore improper and should be reversed by the 
Board. 

Claims 9, 18, and 27 are separately patentable from every other claim subject to the 
same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are substantially different from 
limitations recited in the claims of other groups and cannot be properly grouped with the 
claims of other groups for purposes of this Appeal. For example, these claims recite 
patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, 
and 20. 

Dependent Claims 9, 18, and 27 depend from independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, 
respectively, which Appellants have shown above to be clearly patentable over the proposed 
Rajaraman-Ebay combination, and are allowable for at least this reason. Furthermore, in 
addition to those reasons discussed above with reference to independent Claims 1,11, and 20, 
dependent Claims 9, 18, and 27 recite further patentable distinctions over the proposed 
Rajaraman-Ebay combination. 

For example, dependent Claim 9 recites that "the search interface is further operable 
to receive search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its 
corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases in response to the search query, the search results including product data associated 
with one or more products satisfying the search query, the directory operable to communicate 
the search results to the user." Dependent Claims 18 and 27 recite analogous limitations. 
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Rajaraman, whether considered alone or in combination with the Ebay reference, fails to 
disclose, teach, or suggest these limitations. 

In rejecting these claims, the Examiner stated that Rajaraman discloses that "the 
buyer will get different products related to the search term (for example: clothes) from 
different sellers." (Final Office Action, Page 8) Even assuming that the Examiner's 
interpretation of Rajaraman is correct, Rajaraman still fails to disclose, teach, or suggest the 
limitations recited in Claims 9, 18, and 27. 

As discussed above with respect to independent Claim 1, the Examiner 
acknowledged, and Appellants agree, that Rajaraman fails to disclose a plurality of seller 
databases. {See Final Office Action, Pages 7 and 10) Thus, Rajaraman necessarily fails to 
disclose, teach, or suggest a search interface that is further operable to "receive search results 
from the one or more seller databases each associated with its corresponding seller and 
distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases in response to the 
search query, the search results including product data associated with one or more products 
satisfying the search query, the directory operable to communicate the search results to the 
user," as recited in Claim 9 for example. The fact that search results generated in Rajaraman 
may include products available from different sellers does not disclose, teach, or suggest that 
the system disclosed in Rajaraman receives "search results from the one or more seller 
databases each associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller 
databases in the plurality of seller databases in response to the search query," as recited in 
Claim 9 for example. 

Additionally, Appellants have repeatedly demonstrated that the Ebay reference fails to 
account for this deficiency of Rajaraman. For example, there is simply no disclosure, 
teaching, or suggestion in the Ebay reference of "a plurality of seller databases," let alone 
communicating "a search query for product data to the one or more seller databases 
identified by the one or more pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller 
database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller 
databases in the plurality of seller databases" as recited in Claim 1. Thus, the mere fact that 
the Ebay reference may disclose a search interface that allows a user to find all the different 
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products presented by the sellers according to the search," as stated by the Examiner, in no 
way discloses, teaches, or suggests "a plurality of seller databases," let alone communicating 
"a search query for product data to the one or more seller databases identified by the one or 
more pointers associated with the selected product class, each seller database being 
associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the 
plurality of seller databases," as recited in Claim 1 . 

Appellants respectfully submit that it would be equally speculative to conclude that 
the Ebay reference discloses, teaches, or suggests a search interface operable to "receive 
search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its corresponding 
seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases in 
response to the search query, the search results including product data associated with one or 
more products satisfying the search query, the directory operable to communicate the search 
results to the user," as recited in Claim 9 for example. Indeed, there is simply no indication 
in the Ebay reference that its system searches a distributed plurality of distinct database; thus, 
the Ebay reference fails to disclose, teach, or suggest a search interface operable to "receive 
search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its corresponding 
seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases in 
response to the search query, the search results including product data associated with one or 
more products satisfying the search query, the directory operable to communicate the search 
results to the user," as recited in Claim 9 for example. 

For at least these reasons, the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination fails support 
the obviousness rejection of dependent Claims 9, 18, and 27. These claims are therefore 
patentable over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants respectfully submit 
that these rejections are improper and should be reversed by the Board. 

G. Group 4 (Claims 10, 19, and 28) 

Claims 10, 19, and 28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants respectfully submit that these 
claims are clearly patentable over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants 
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respectfully submit that these rejections are therefore improper and should be reversed by the 
Board. 

Claims 10, 19, and 28 are separately patentable from every other claim subject to the 
same ground of rejection. These claims recite limitations that are substantially different from 
limitations recited in the claims of other groups and cannot be properly grouped with the 
claims of other groups for purposes of this Appeal. For example, these claims recite 
patentable distinctions over the prior art beyond those recited in independent Claims 1, 11, 
and 20. 

Dependent Claims 10, 19, and 28 depend from independent Claims 1, 11, and 20, 
respectively, which Appellants have shown above to be clearly patentable over the proposed 
Rajaraman-Ebay combination, and are allowable for at least this reason. Furthermore, in 
addition to those reasons discussed above with reference to independent Claims 1,11, and 20, 
dependent Claims 10, 19, and 28 recite further patentable distinctions over the proposed 
Rajaraman-Ebay combination. 

For example, dependent Claim 10 recites: 

The directory of Claim 9, wherein the directory is operable to: 
receive a selection from the user of a product for which product data is 
included in the search results; and 

communicate address information associated with a seller database 
associated with a seller of the selected product, the seller database including 
product data for the selected product, the address information enabling the 
user to communicate with the seller associated with the seller database to 
conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected product. 

Dependent Claims 19 and 28 recite analogous limitations. Rajaraman, whether 
considered alone or in combination with the Ebay reference, fails to disclose, teach, or 
suggest these limitations. 

The Examiner simply stated, "Rajaraman discloses that the directory receives a 
selection from the user of a product data from the search and in response the user will get 
information of the seller and the product." (Final Office Action, Page 8) Appellants 
respectfully submit that the Examiner improperly summarized the recitations of Appellants' 
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claims. In particular, Claim 10, for example, recites that the directory is operable to receive a 
selection from the user of a product for which product data is included in the search results 
and "communicate address information associated with a seller database associated with a 
seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for the selected 
product, the address information enabling the user to communicate with the seller 
associated with the seller database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the 
selected product" Whether or not Rajaraman discloses that "the user will get information of 
the seller and the product," as asserted by the Examiner, Rajaraman still fails to disclose, 
teach, or suggest a directory operable to "communicate address information associated with 
a seller database associated with a seller of the selected product, the seller database 
including product data for the selected product, the address information enabling the user 
to communicate with the seller associated with the seller database to conduct a commerce 
transaction relating to the selected product" as recited in Claim 10 for example. This is 
even more clear in light of Rajaraman 's failure to even disclose, teach, or suggest "a seller 
database associated with a seller of the selected product, the seller database including 
product data for the selected product" as recited in Claim 10 for example and as 
acknowledged by the Examiner. As demonstrated above, the Ebay reference fails to make up 
for this deficiency of Rajaraman. 

For at least these reasons, the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination fails support 
the obviousness rejection of dependent Claims 10, 19, and 28. These claims are therefore 
patentable over the proposed Rajaraman-Ebay combination. Appellants respectfully submit 
that these rejections are improper and should be reversed by the Board. 
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Conclusion 



Appellants have demonstrated that, for at least the foregoing reasons, the present 
invention, as claimed, is clearly patentably distinguishable over the prior art cited by the 
Examiner. Therefore, Appellants respectfully request the Board to reverse the final rejection 
of the Examiner and instruct the Examiner to issue a Notice of Allowance of all pending 
claims. 

Appellants have enclosed a check in the amount of $500.00 for this Appeal Brief. 
Although Appellants believe no other fees are due, the Commissioner is authorized to charge 
any additional fees and credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 02-0384 of Baker 
Botts L.L.P. 



Respectfully submitted, 



BAKER BOTTS L.L.P. 



Attorneys for Appellants 




Christopher W. Kennedy 
Reg. No. 40,675 



Date: January 3, 2005 



Customer Number: 05073 
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Appendix A 

1. (Previously Presented) A global content directory for a distributed plurality of 
seller databases, each seller database being associated with a corresponding seller and distinct 
from other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases, the global content 
directory comprising: 

a directory structure comprising a plurality of product classes organized in a 
hierarchy, each product class categorizing a plurality of products and defining one or more 
attributes of the products categorized in the product class; 

one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of product 
classes, each pointer identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of seller 
databases in which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products 
associated with the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being 
associated with its corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in 
the distributed plurality of seller databases; and 

a search interface operable to communicate, in response to a selection of a product 
class by a user of the global content directory, a search query for product data to the one or 
more seller databases identified by the one or more pointers associated with the selected 
product class, each seller database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct 
from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases. 

2. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the directory structure comprises 
a lightweight directory access protocol (LDAP) directory. 

3. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the directory structure is 
distributed between a plurality of computers. 

4. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the directory is coupled to the 
seller databases using the Internet. 

5. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, further comprising one or more additional 
directory structures, each directory structure comprising the same classes but organized using 
different hierarchies. 
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6. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the search query comprises a 
structured query language (SQL) query. 

7. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the search query includes one or 
more attributes of the class selected by the user. 

8. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the search query includes values 
for one or more desired product features specified by the user. 

9. (Previously Presented) The directory of Claim 1 , wherein the search interface 
is further operable to receive search results from the one or more seller databases each 
associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the 
plurality of seller databases in response to the search query, the search results including 
product data associated with one or more products satisfying the search query, the directory 
operable to communicate the search results to the user. 

10. (Previously Presented) The directory of Claim 9, wherein the directory is 
operable to: 

receive a selection from the user of a product for which product data is included in the 
search results; and 

communicate address information associated with a seller database associated with a 
seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for the selected 
product, the address information enabling the user to communicate with the seller associated 
with the seller database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected product. 
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11. (Previously Presented) A method for facilitating an electronic commerce 
transaction, comprising: 

providing a plurality of users access to a global content directory for a distributed 
plurality of seller databases, each seller database being associated with a corresponding seller 
and distinct from other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases, the 
global content directory comprising: 

a directory structure comprising a plurality of product classes organized in a 
hierarchy, each product class categorizing a plurality of products and defining one or more 
attributes of the products categorized in the product class; 

one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of 
product classes, each pointer identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of 
seller databases in which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products 
associated with the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being 
associated with its corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in 
the distributed plurality of seller databases; and 

, a search interface operable to communicate a search query for product data to 
the one or more seller databases identified by pointers associated with a selected product 
class, each seller database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the 
other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases; 

receiving a selection of a product class from a user; and 

in response to the selection of the product class by the user, communicating a search 
query for product data to one or more seller databases identified by one or more pointers 
associated with the selected product class. 

12. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the directory structure comprises 
a lightweight directory access protocol (LDAP) directory. 

13. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the directory structure is 
distributed between a plurality of computers. 

14. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the search interface 
communicates with the seller databases using the Internet. 
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15. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the search query comprises a 
structured query language (SQL) query. 

16. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the search query includes one or 
more attributes of the class selected by the user. 

17. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the search query includes values 
for one or more desired product features specified from the user. 

18. (Previously Presented) The method of Claim 11, further comprising: 
receiving search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its 

corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller in the plurality of seller databases in 
response to the search query, the search results including product data associated with one or 
more products satisfying the search query; and 

communicating the search results to the user. 

19. (Previously Presented) The method of Claim 18, further comprising: 
receiving a selection from the user of a product for which product data is included in 

the search results; and 

communicating address information associated with a seller database associated with 
a seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for the selected 
product, the address information enabling the user to communicate with the seller associated 
with the seller database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected product. 
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20. (Previously Presented) Global content directory software for a global content 
directory for a distributed plurality of seller databases, each seller database being associated 
with a corresponding seller and distinct from other seller databases in the distributed plurality 
of seller databases, the global content directory software embodied in a computer-readable 
medium and when executed operable to: 

provide a directory structure comprising a plurality of product classes organized in a 
hierarchy, each product class categorizing a plurality of products and defining one or more 
attributes of the products categorized in the product class; 

provide one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of 
product classes, each pointer identifying a seller database in a distributed plurality of seller 
databases in which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products 
associated with the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being 
associated with a corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in the 
distributed plurality of seller databases; 

receive a selection of a product class from a user; and 

in response to the selection of the product class by the user, communicate a search 
query for product data to one or more seller databases identified by one or more pointers 
associated with the selected product class, each seller database being associated with its 
corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases. 

21. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the directory structure 
comprises a lightweight directory access protocol (LDAP) directory. 

22. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the directory structure is 
distributed between a plurality of computers. 

23. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the software communicates with 
the seller databases using the Internet. 

24. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the search query comprises a 
structured query language (SQL) query. 
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25. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the search query includes one or 
more attributes of the class selected by the user. 

26. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the search query includes values 
for one or more desired product features specified by the user. 

27. (Previously Presented) The software of Claim 20, further operable to: 
receive search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its 

corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases in response to the search query, the search results including product data associated 
with one or more products satisfying the search query; and 
communicate the search results to the user. 

28. (Previously Presented) The software of Claim 27, further operable to: 
receive a selection from the user of a product for which product data is included in the 

search results; and 

communicate, to the user, address information associated with a seller database 
associated with a seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for 
the selected product, the address information enabling the user to communicate with the seller 
associated with the seller database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected 
product. 
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Appendix A 

1 . (Previously Presented) A global content directory for a distributed plurality of 
seller databases, each seller database being associated with a corresponding seller and distinct 
from other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases, the global content 
directory comprising: 

a directory structure comprising a plurality of product classes organized in a 
hierarchy, each product class categorizing a plurality of products and defining one or more 
attributes of the products categorized in the product class; 

one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of product 
classes, each pointer identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of seller 
databases in which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products 
associated with the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being 
associated with its corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in 
the distributed plurality of seller databases; and 

a search interface operable to communicate, in response to a selection of a product 
class by a user of the global content directory, a search query for product data to the one or 
more seller databases identified by the one or more pointers associated with the selected 
product class, each seller database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct 
from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases. 

2. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the directory structure comprises 
a lightweight directory access protocol (LDAP) directory. 

3. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the directory structure is 
distributed between a plurality of computers. 

4. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the directory is coupled to the 
seller databases using the Internet. 

5. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, further comprising one or more additional 
directory structures, each directory structure comprising the same classes but organized using 
different hierarchies. 
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6. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the search query comprises a 
structured query language (SQL) query. 

7. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the search query includes one or 
more attributes of the class selected by the user. 

8. (Original) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the search query includes values 
for one or more desired product features specified by the user. 

9. (Previously Presented) The directory of Claim 1, wherein the search interface 
is further operable to receive search results from the one or more seller databases each 
associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the 
plurality of seller databases in response to the search query, the search results including 
product data associated with one or more products satisfying the search query, the directory 
operable to communicate the search results to the user. 

10. (Previously Presented) The directory of Claim 9, wherein the directory is 
operable to: 

receive a selection from the user of a product for which product data is included in the 
search results; and 

communicate address information associated with a seller database associated with a 
seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for the selected 
product, the address information enabling the user to communicate with the seller associated 
with the seller database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected product. 
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11. (Previously Presented) A method for facilitating an electronic commerce 
transaction, comprising: 

providing a plurality of users access to a global content directory for a distributed 
plurality of seller databases, each seller database being associated with a corresponding seller 
and distinct from other seller databases in the distributed plurality of seller databases, the 
global content directory comprising: 

a directory structure comprising a plurality of product classes organized in a 
hierarchy, each product class categorizing a plurality of products and defining one or more 
attributes of the products categorized in the product class; 

one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of 
product classes, each pointer identifying the seller database in the distributed plurality of 
seller databases in which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products 
associated with the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being 
associated with its corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in 
the distributed plurality of seller databases; and 

a search interface operable to communicate a search query for product data to 
the one or more seller databases identified by pointers associated with a selected product 
class, each seller database being associated with its corresponding seller and distinct from the 
other seller databases in the plurality of seller databases; 

receiving a selection of a product class from a user; and 

in response to the selection of the product class by the user, communicating a search 
query for product data to one or more seller databases identified by one or more pointers 
associated with the selected product class. 

12. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the directory structure comprises 
a lightweight directory access protocol (LDAP) directory. 

13. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the directory structure is 
distributed between a plurality of computers. 

14. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the search interface 
communicates with the seller databases using the Internet. 
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15. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the search query comprises a 
structured query language (SQL) query. 

16. (Original) The method of Claim 1 1, wherein the search query includes one or 
more attributes of the class selected by the user. 

17. (Original) The method of Claim 11, wherein the search query includes values 
for one or more desired product features specified from the user. 

1 8. (Previously Presented) The method of Claim 1 1 , further comprising: 
receiving search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its 

corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller in the plurality of seller databases in 
response to the search query, the search results including product data associated with one or 
more products satisfying the search query; and 

communicating the search results to the user. 

19. (Previously Presented) The method of Claim 1 8, further comprising: 
receiving a selection from the user of a product for which product data is included in 

the search results; and 

communicating address information associated with a seller database associated with 
a seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for the selected 
product, the address information enabling the user to communicate with the seller associated 
with the seller database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected product. 
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20. (Previously Presented) Global content directory software for a global content 
directory for a distributed plurality of seller databases, each seller database being associated 
with a corresponding seller and distinct from other seller databases in the distributed plurality 
of seller databases, the global content directory software embodied in a computer-readable 
medium and when executed operable to: 

provide a directory structure comprising a plurality of product classes organized in a 
hierarchy, each product class categorizing a plurality of products and defining one or more 
attributes of the products categorized in the product class; 

provide one or more pointers associated with each product class in the plurality of 
product classes, each pointer identifying a seller database in a distributed plurality of seller 
databases in which product data enabling a product transaction is stored for products 
associated with the product class, the seller database identified by the pointer being 
associated with a corresponding seller and being distinct from the other seller databases in the 
distributed plurality of seller databases; 

receive a selection of a product class from a user; and 

in response to the selection of the product class by the user, communicate a search 
query for product data to one or more seller databases identified by one or more pointers 
associated with the selected product class, each seller database being associated with its 
corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases. 

21. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the directory structure 
comprises a lightweight directory access protocol (LDAP) directory. 

22. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the directory structure is 
distributed between a plurality of computers. 

23. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the software communicates with 
the seller databases using the Internet. 

24. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the search query comprises a 
structured query language (SQL) query. 
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25. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the search query includes one or 
more attributes of the class selected by the user. 

26. (Original) The software of Claim 20, wherein the search query includes values 
for one or more desired product features specified by the user. 

27. (Previously Presented) The software of Claim 20, further operable to: 
receive search results from the one or more seller databases each associated with its 

corresponding seller and distinct from the other seller databases in the plurality of seller 
databases in response to the search query, the search results including product data associated 
with one or more products satisfying the search query; and 
communicate the search results to the user. 

28. (Previously Presented) The software of Claim 27, further operable to: 
receive a selection from the user of a product for which product data is included in the 

search results; and 

communicate, to the user, address information associated with a seller database 
associated with a seller of the selected product, the seller database including product data for 
the selected product, the address information enabling the user to communicate with the seller 
associated with the seller database to conduct a commerce transaction relating to the selected 
product. 
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Sell H Service s ! Search Htelp | Communfty 



categories \ regions j themes 



stores 




® Questions 



Home > ftll Categories > Sports > Sporting Goods > Golf 



f 



El only in Golf 
□ in titles & descriptions 
| Search { 



Golf 

s Accessories ( 5242) 

* Apparel ( 7947) 

* Bags ( 1726) 

* BaHs.(5753) 
« Carts. Cars ( 232) 
» Clubmaklna Products (8 
o Complete Club Sets (i3Sl 
a Drivers (11454) 
m Fairway Woods (4492) 

* Irons-Individual Clubs (3 
. Irons-Sets (4685) 
ei Juniors ( 360) 

« Left Handed ( 2034) 

m Putters (4353) 

m Schools. Lessons. Exoe 
(81) 

m Shoes. Sandals (2814) 
■ Tee Times^Green Fees 



64155 items found 

Show only: current | new today | ending today | going, going, gone 





NEW! LADIES CRH) 
32+PC. COMPLETE GOLF 
SET 



$161.99 



* Training Aldsr 11781 
> Wedges_(32i5) 

• Women ( BOD 

m Other Items fieosi 




■Gifts view 
.Gallarv view 
.Show all prices In $ 



^ New! V-Series 4S0cc 9.5 Ti $67.00 *Buy8Nw 9d 22h i 

Driver STIFF Flex 
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i: //43/hrtp://pages,e^ 




jigl^ Community 



categories (regions themes 



stores 




Baseball & Softball 

Basketball 

Billiards 

Bowling 

Boxing 

Camping, Hiking. Backpacking 

Canoes. Kavaks. Rafts 

Climbing 

Cycling 

Equestrian 

Exercise & Fitness 

Fishing 

Football 

Go-Karts. Recreational 
Go|f 

Hunting 

tee. Roller Hockey 
Ice Skating 
Indoor Games 
Inline. Roller Skating 



Related Categories 



• Sports Tickets 

• Sports Memorabilia 

• Sporting Goods 

• Autographs 



Sporting Goods cont'd 
Lacrosse 
Martial Arts 
Paintball 

Racauetball & Squash 

Running 

Scooters 

Scuba. Snorkeling 

Skateboarding 

Snow Skiing 

Snowboarding 

Snowmobifino 

Soccer 

Tennis 

Triathlon 

Water Sports 

Wholesale Lots 

Other Sports 
Sports Memorabilia 

Autographs 

Memorabilia & Team 
Merchandise 

Trading Cards 



see all Sports Categories., 




Popular searches 



1- Callaway Golf 

2. Steiner Autographs 

3. TaylorMasteGolf 

4. paseball Cards 

5. PSA Graded Trading 
Cards 



• Trading Cards 

• Athletic Shoes 

• eBav Motors - ATVs. 
Boats. Trucks. SUVs 



8. Shlmano Eouloment 

9. Treadmills 

10. paintball Markers 
11 Hunting 

12. NFL Helmets 

13. Authentic Jersey 



Shop by Categoiy 



•a . -H. 

Drivers I Irons - Sets I Pilttere I Wedges 
Apparel | Fairway Woods^ f; More Categories 

Callaway I Hike l Ping I TavibrMade 
Titleist I Mizuno I More Brainds 

Urtder $25 | $25 -$50 | $50 ^$100 | Cfoai $100 

Bags | Balls 1 Video Game 



tasters Tickets 




SEARS 



Treaflmilte 
Starting fi> $99 




Browse 5000 
Yankees items 
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wysjwyg-y/45/httpy/^ch.^ 



home | ipyjsBB y 1 sjtejgaR | gjgnja 



find items find members favorite searches 



© Questions 




Home > A" Categories > Sports 



View Category: Sports 



Sports 

T^^^TTiZ,^^ I 828 items found for roberto clemente 

Lroberto c iemenre \ ^ ^ ^ ( new|v Hsted , !owes t priced | highest pnced 

|2J only In Sports • ^-*fl$^^ 
□ in tilies & descriptions MSmmmm&m^^^J^ML 



Save this 



| Search } Fefing search - ■= - : 



U6ms matching your search 

Were found in: 

Sports 

« S ports Memorabilia (797) 
* Sporting Goods (10) 





41 Gifts view 
« Completed items 

* Gallery view 

* Items near me 
tt PavPal Items 
» Show all prices in $ 
a View ending times 

(EndsPDl 

More On <stf¥ 

Related Stores «QE9 

a Bobble Heads 

Collectibles and More 
. LEGENDS SPORTS 

GROUP 
« Russell's Sport Cards 

and More 
m 4&C Baseball 

Clubhouse 



To find out hoW to be feted In this secUon and seen by thousands, ptease visit this link Featured Auctions 

Kg rT.KMKMTR 1971 MVP 
U3Xa)K. 

Wfa 

cl Roberto Clemente Book $3*99 





li-f^!^.-^;^^ " ■* ' 

^ 1Q69 TOPPS #50 ROBERTO 
" CLEMENTE 



$4.50 




1 
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eBay 



iJem 2731503355 (Ends May-28-03 15...ERTO CLEMENTE SUNqHBW 






home 1 my eBav | MteJOap 1 signiS 




g^Q^s^^ Community 



See this item in eBay's new look for this page. 




Current US$1,535.00 (reserve met) 
bid 

Quantity 1 

Time left 1 hours, 9 mins + 



Started May-21 -03 1 5:52:22 PDT 
Ends May-28-03 1 5:52:22 PDT 



Starting bid 



US $9.99 



# of bids 25 Bid history 

Location Yoktown, VA 

United States /Norfolk-Virginia 
Country/Region Beach 

IB Maii this auc tion to a friend 
<ft Watch this item 
Featured Plus! Auction 



Seller 
(rating) 



atlanticsportsj 72§ ) 

• Feedback rating: 725 with 99.6% positive feedback reviews (Read all reviews) 
MfimbetaiQSK May-01-99. Registered in United States 
x/i^ ^n^* other items i Ask seller a question | Q Safe Trading Tips 



High nrioor33353@ao1.com( 148 ) 

bidder 

Pavment money order/cashiers check, personal check, 
Payment ^SastarCaixI. Discover, or see item description 
for payment methods accepted. 

Shipping Buyer pays for all shipping costs, which are provided in the Payment Details section 
P below Seller ships internationally (worldwide). 

Sel,er sal ) similar item 

services 

ltem To review revisions made to this item by the seller, flick here . 
Revised 
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eBay : The World's Online Marketplace 




Tht World's Online MwfcetpUee w 



eBa y Live! Event: 



June 26 - 28 t 2003, Orlando, FL 
eBav Motors 



eBav Stores 



Half.com bv eBay 



PayPal 



Antiques I Art I Books 
Business & Industrial 
Cars & Other Vehicles 



Care I M fftorevctes I Parte. I more 
Clothing, Shoes & 
Accessories 
Coins I Collectibles 
Dolls & Bears 
Electronics & Computers 



Cameras I Computers & Office 



Home Electronics I Networking 



V[deo Games I Wireless I more 



jpme 



Babv I Crafts I Home Decor 
Kftchen I Lawn & Garden 
Pet Supplies I Tools I mare 



Jewelry & Watches 



Movies & DVDs I Music 



Musical Instruments 



pottery & Glass 



Real Estate 



Sports 



Spoiling Qoofte 



Snorts Memorabilia I more 



Stamps I Tickets 



Tovs & Hobbies 



Action Figures 1 Plecast 1 more 
Ifavel 



Airline I Hotel \ more 
Everything Else 



Gjfis | H^lfr ft Beauty | more 
see all eBav categories 



Charity 

Live Auctions 

Professional Services 

Wholesale 



Argentina 
Austria 

Belgium 

Brazil 
Canada 



Korea 

Mexico 

Netherlands 

New Zealand 

SjnqapQre 

Soaln 



TC 3600 



13015 

Wysiwyg://! 0^://pa^s.ebay.corn/index.html 



| my eBay | site map | gfenjg 





\ oet re 
Help j seitip, 



pel Help 

or 

Selling! 



BUYS 



Motors 

Convertibles I Trucks under $5,000 
BMW 1 Motorcycles - Buy It Now i 



Collectibles 

Beer Steins under $15 1 Neon Signs 



Vintage Arcade Machines 
X-Men Comics - Buy It Now! 



Togs 

OJ t Joe Action Figures 
Model Boats & Ships 
Mntaqe Hot Wheels under $10 
Lbnel Model Trains - uuvlfNowi 




Computers & Electronics 

Palm V PDAs | Dell Notebooks 
Mufti fonction Printers under $1 00 
LCD Monttors-Buvlt Now! 



Learn to Do it eBaiil 




.:. What is 
eBay? 

14$ How to 
' -"^ Register 

flfij How to 
^ Shop 
on eBay 

^ Getting 
Started 

^ Join a 



Discussion 
Board 





Extreme 
All-Terrain! 




Sony Laptops 
2 GHz &. More 



Featured Items ] 

^ . Cancun. Mexico Soectactular Be achfront Condo 
Lose 951bsBv Julv? #1 Diet Pill $8+3 Gifts 
& Lose 90 Lbs By Jul Guaran teed? New Diet Pill 
4 IMPORTANT Mark Twain Heirloom with 
Manuscript 

Greatest Hits of 'Disco* 8C D Set - $14.951! . 
i Disnev Mad Hatter Original Book Art 
<?■ all featured items.,. 



GG li Motors 

Tteflf Accessories 

Event 

Liquidation Center 



Under $10 

Decals l OriftKits 
Manuals I Key Chains 

EyarYt!i[nq,Cheyx 



(Intfer $25 

Mirrors I F loor Mats 
Seat goyers 
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wysiv7g://14/http://pages.ebay.comA)uy/index.htm 




home | my eBay I a&SSB 1 again 




jgQj^ Community 



categories {regions 



themes I stores 



l^rj^Mk^' Enter to win an 
^>^-^^«^w .'Australian vv" 



|jfejjj»ifl|e^ 

-Havward 1 00.000 btu Pool Heater 99 cents- 
south Carolina luxury coastal wat erfront land 
Beautiful Elepant Glass Chess Set hie sales! 
Marriott 2 PR Red Gold Crown Hilt on Head. SC! 
LOSE 951bs RV JI ILY Guaranteed? # 1 Diet Pill 
Classic Country Hits Only XI 4.85-8 Cd Set 

see all featured.... 



] | Search | tigs 



□ Search titles and descriptions 




Bio Ticket Items 




Mv Little Pony 
Advance Launch 




See all categories in the Cateporv Overview, 
Antiques (172701) 

Antiquities (8830) 

Architectural & Garden (8376) 

Asian Antiques (27645) 

Books, Manuscripts (38 i 5) 

Decorative Arts o7376) 

Ethnographic (Pre- 1900) (3378) 

Furniture (Pre- 1900^ (5581) 

Mans, Atlases rPre-1 900> owo 

Maritime (2941) 

Musical Instruments (Pre-19001 (691) 
Primitives (9139) 
Rugs. Carpets (16652) 
Science & Medicine (1787) 
Silver (28754) 
Textiles. Linens (13597) 
Antiques fpost-1900^ (8988) 
Other Antiques (8398) 

Art (202750) 

Digital Art (iQ2i) 
Drawings (2968) 
Folk Art (7467) 
Mixed Media (2 1 34) 



Home (864754) 

Babv Gear & Furnishings 

(32103) 

Bath (12990) 
Bedding (30450) 

Building & Repair Materials 

(24196) 

Crafting. Sewing. Art 

Supplies (283828) 

Food & Wine (16646) 
Furniture (25629) 
Home Decor 051617) 
Housekeeping & Organizing 

(12055) 

Kitchen. Dining & Bar (6801 5> 
Lamps. Lighting. Ceiling 
Fans (18220) 
Lawn & Garden (782 io) 
Maior Appliances oi63> 
Qutdoor Living (109Q6) 
Pet Supplies (37356) 

Tools (42281) 

Windows & Floors (14624) 
Wholesale Lots (5751) 




Amm loo pk/ 
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Amazonxom-Earth's Biggest Selection 



Page 1 of 2 



WELCOME 



^^^^^^^^^^^ m /Mir) 



Iff | YOUR ACCOUNT | HELP | fSfVUJBjjK 
ftLEaRONICS^e^CARDsf AUCTIONS ]f iSBOPS ) 



HOW TO 
ORDER 



SERVICES 



OUR 
GUARANTEE 



SITE 
GUIDE 



All Products if 

I GO 



Search of the Day: saffron 



• Book s 

Bests ellers, Computers, 
Kids, Business..- 

• Music 

Top Sellers, New 
Releases, 
Recomme ndation 
Center, aoyndtracks... 

• Video 

DVDs, Iop_SeMerS/ New 
Releases, KJds 8t 
Family ... 

• Electronics 

PalmPilots, §&ny 
Products, Iop„SeILers, 
Computer Add-Ons . . . 

• To ys & Games 
Toys for Grownups, 
Games & Puzzles . 
H alloween St ore, Tp„y_ 
Quest Contest ... 

• A uc tion s 

Tutorial , Book s. 
Collectible s. Toys& 
Games ... 

• Free e- Cards 

Daily Cards , Hi, Love, 
Friendship ... 

• zShops 
Buying, Selling , Our 
Guarantee. Start 
Browsing— 

• ...And More 

vyomen's Apoarel. 

Software , porting 
Goods ... 



COMMUNITY 



Wednesday, October 13, 1999 




amazon.com 



Hello! Shopping at Amazon-corn is 100% secure-"guaranteed. 
Already a customer? Sign in. 

Guarantee holiday 
Vote in our MiJUfenn^ could gift bliss with 

win 300 CDs, books, and videos! Amazon ..co-m JfiOsh 

Lists! 

InBooJcs 
Test Case 




The postwar inventors of the 
Scholastic Aptitude Test 
hoped to produce a brainier 
brand of meritocracy in the 
United States. But as Nicholas 
Lemann reveals in The Big 
Test, the SAT hit a great 
many ideological potholes-and ended up 
creating yet another, pencil-pushing elite. Go 
to Books 



• * * In zShops * 

Many Merchants, Fabulous 
Finds 

Earth's Biggest Selection just 
got bigger! You'll discover an 
amazing array of products 
from merchants large and 
small, including: 

• A library of litej^Jure 

• Scads of sports^fioff 

• A cornucopia of costume jewelry 
...and so much more. Go to zShQBS 



mm 



zShops 



in Toys & Games 
Hallowee n Headquarters 

Dare to be a T-Rex— or a hippie 
or a pumpkin—with the 
costumes and accessories for 
kids and adults in our 
Halloween Bogotiau§. You'll 
also find decorations, party 



(xl Hallowee 
1 at 
Amazon. ( 



supplies, and more. Go to li^&JSames 



Amazon .com 100 Hot 
Books 

Updated Hourly 

1. The Carbohydrate 
AdpUd^-iJfespan 
Program :. A 
Personalized Plan, for 

40sj5j^^s„and 

Be yond 

by Rachael F. Heller, 
Richard Ferdinand 
Heller 

2. The. Carbohydrate 

AddlStlSLBIfiti The 
Lifelong Solution to 
YojYq Dieting 
by Rachael F. Heller, 
Richard Ferdinand 
Heller 

3. The Carbohydrate 
Addict's Gram 
Counter 

by Richard Ferdinand 
Heller, Rachael F. 
Heller 

► More Hot Books 

Tnriay In Music 

Free song downloads 

Music Top Sellers 



. .. ..</. — i u: «~/,,, 0 k/iQQQinnrtQ1R17/htttv//ama7rvn r.nm/ 
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Amazon.com-Earth's Biggest Selection 



Page 2 of 2 



Community 

• Purchase Circles 

SifLSffiEvtfiSS 

• Gift JCscHfiSBlBS 

• Special-Occasion 

RemlDdSES 

• Wish Lists 

Need Help? 

• Help Pesk 

• Site Guide 

• grippin g Policies 

• Send Us E-mail 

• Qur Privacy ^Policy 

More to Explore 

• E-rnail 

Rec omme ndations 

• Millennium Poll 

• Amazon.co m 

• Delia & James 
m.de 



[xl Amazon.cc 
L - Auctions 



in Auctions 

Significant Signatures 

On October 20, LiveBid will 
broadcast a live Profiles in 
History auction featuring 
hundreds of signed American 
treasures. Register, today and 
you just might end up holding 
one of these: 

• A card signed by Marilyn Monroe and Joe 

DiMaggio 

• A letter written aboard the Titanic 

• A message penned by Thomas Jefferson 
Go to Auctions 

IO-DVD 

Future Shock 

Ready to challenge reality? 
Take a mind-bending ride 
through an alternate universe 
with The Matr ix. And on 
DVD, this year's coolest 
thriller looks even gnarlier. 
Get ready to follow the white 
rabbit. Go to DVD 



WO 



■40% 
off 



1. Supernatural 
Santana 

2. Brand. NewJ3a Y 
Sting 

3. Buejia Vista Social 
Club 

Ry Cooder 

► MgreJMusic.TQP 
Sellers 

Today in Vijleo 

Pre-order Austin Powe rs: 
TMSpyWM Shagged Me 

DVD Top Sellers 

1. The, Matrix 

2. TheBilair Witch 
Project 

3. Titanic 

► More DVD Top 



► VHS Top Selle rs? 



In J^ctmnlcs 
Find Yourself 

The Qarmin G PS III Plus is a serious navigational tool, but 
it's also a blast to use-whether you're a mile from shore or 
on an unfamiliar stretch of highway. Featuring a built-in 
high-resolution street atlas, it makes finding your way 
around extraordinarily easy. Go to Electronics 




Text Only 



1 -Click Settings | SilQppingJ2art [ YouiLMcount | Help 

Join Associates | About Amazon.com | 3oln Our Staff 



LegaLHotifies © 1996-1999, Amazonxom, Inc. 



fcttrv//weh archi ve.ore/web/1 9991 01 3091 8 1 7/httn://amazon.com/ 
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wuuvrmw? amazon.com. 

Deluxe v ^r^ 



\liy VIEW CART | WISH UST | YOUR ACCOUMT j ] KELP 



mx*\ Edition ✓ YTouTY — ^ 

Ke"cfdornowO [ weicome | store [ groKS | 



ELECTRONICS 



SEE MOREYo 
STORES 



B« BUNDS ^TO^ CMKBA.j computerS , S0FTW ARE , *Sf , T gg£ S j Kg 



iBSfe Get your Amazon.com Platinum Visa%Card : 



team more 



SEARCil 





BROWSE 



Audio & Video 

DVD Players 



HDTV 



Home Theater Center 



MP3 & Digital Audio 



Portable Audio & Video 



Receivers & Amplifiers 



Speakers 



► Al» Audio ft Video 
Camera & Photo 

Camcorders 



Digital Cameras 



Film Cameras 



Memory Cards 



PtiotQ Printers 



prints. Sharing & More 



► All Camera & Photo 

Cell Phones & 
Service 

Accessories 

Cell PtlPHSS 
Service Plans 

► All Cell Phones ft 
Service 



Computers 

CP-RW Prlves 



laptops ft Notebooks 



Hello. Sign in to get personalize d recommendations. 
New customer? Start here or find out how to order. 




a? 53* 



Limited time only 

pearictlimBapfllv 



Featured Categories 




Audio & Video 

* pyp Plavers. TV 
« HDTV , Fftfrpwl 

• MP3. Portables 

•ReplavTVftTtYP 



Camera & 
Photo 

• Digital Cameras 

* Camcorders 

• Film Cameras 

♦ Prints. Sharing & 

Mare 





Computer? 

♦ Desktops 
« Laptops ft 

♦ Add-Ons. 

Networkin g, Memory 

♦ PrivQs ft storage 



software 

« graphics 
» PC qarngs 
. Children's 
Software 
• Microsoft 




Handhelds & 

PDAs 

• Palm OS 

• Un. M x OS 

» Pocket PC Platform 

• Accessories & 
SMPP"ftg 




Office 

Electronics 

* Scanners. Eajc 
Machines 

♦ Inks & Toners 

» forg-ed Phones, 
Cordless Phones 

• Calculators 



Exclusively at 
Amazon.com 

Fossil 
introdut 
the wor 
first Pal 
Powered PDA 
wristwatch. 




Amazon.com 
Exclusive 

The Sec 
v ^ fr Human 
Wccwnv Transpc 

is now 
available for delivt 
Order vours today 




Han^ ->i 




1. 



2. 



NQrcqnt pp3 

pyp Player 

(Silver^ 

Llnksvs 

^gFWllS4 

EtherF^st 

Wireless-Bl 

point,.. 

Toshiba e33 

Pocket PC 

AD-25' 

Progr egsl ve- 

DVD Plaver 

un k sy$ WRi 

VVireless-G 
Access Point 

Ca frie /PSt... 



► AH pi^^tronf^ 



3. 



4. 



5. 



1 ^ri 
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i.cora/exec.,.%3Dtab%5Fe%5FgW%5Fl/104.l^ 



Wysiwyg://! 6/http^/www.amazonj 




r ama?on.coiu 

Deluxe '^^^ 
Edition 



\sk view cart I wish ust 
* • 1 




YOUR ACCOUKT j | HELP 

O 



aBBSBEgM ^MBS^^SBS^^^^^m---- ! 



SEE MOREYO 
STORES 




WEB SEARCH .--.TV 



BROWSE 



Featured Stores 

. Appgrel & 

Accessories 
• Office Products 



Books, Music, DVD 

• Books 

* DVD 

♦ Magazine 
Subscriptions 

• Music 

* Video 

Electronics & Office 

. Electronics 

• Audio & Video 

♦ Camera & Photo 

♦ Offfcq Products 

• Software 

• compiler ft 

Video Games 

♦ Computer? 

» Ce|| Phones 



Hello. Sign in to get personalized 
pa rommendatlons . New customer? Start 
here. 



~ron selectjtems^rf ouriToySriand^r'-, 




I Look no further for the best 
boxed sets of your favorite 
Fox TV shows. 




Fashion Find of the Week from Newport 
News 

| The perfect summer dress is only 
$15 from Newport News . 
Discover more affordable fashion 
;iti Ap parel & Accessories . 



Tod Sellers in Books 

Harry Potter and the Order of 
the Phoenix (Book 5) 

Book Description 

I say to you all once again--in 
the light of 

Lord Voldemort's return, we are 
only as strong 

as we are united, as weak as we 
are divided 

Lord Voldemort 's gift for spreading discord 
and 

„. Read more 



More Top Sellers: 

O In Cars 

® You & Me Stroll & Go Pollv by Toys 'R' 



Exclusively at 
Amazon.com 

Fossil 
introduces 
the world's 
first Palm 
Powered PDA 
wristwatch. 






WHAT'S NEW 



Already a customer? 

Sign in to see what's 
New for You . 



New customer? 




"^You have 1 item in 

your Shopping 
Cart. 



Final Fantasy 
Origins 

by Electronic Arts 
More Categories 

PiayStation 

Literature & Fiction 
$ Computers & 

internet 

Television 

© Baking 

v More New Releases 



0$/20/03 WED 11:22 FAX 308 2571 



TC 3600 



@006 



Amazon.com 



i: Electronics: Philips DVD740VR DVD/VCR Combo ^hvyg^l/h.^^ 




4toyr«r amazon.com 

n Deluxe ^- 
yB!\ Edition ,> 
( Pr^ordernowl ) p 



WElCOMt I STORE | BOOKS I 




\w view ourr | wishust | your Account j | help 



ELECTRONICS 



TOYSTY KITCHEN & Yl^^w 
GAMES HOUSEWARES | SOrfWARE 



BROWSE BRANDS 
& PRODUCTS 



TOP 
SELLERS 



CAMERA 
& PHOTO 



COMPUTERS i SOFTWARE 



AUDIO a 
VIDEO 



TODAY'S 
DEALS 



OUTLET, USED & 
REFURBISHED J 




Amazon's 



i ^ack of TVs and DVD players is on sale! 

Amazon £leetronics ' Everything is on sqlel 



SEARCH 




Philips DVD740VR DVD/VCR 
Combo 

Other products by Philips 



H E AO Y TO B uy ? 



ITEM INFO R lyi ATIO fa 



buying info 

m 




rat 

List Price: $4S9^S 

Price: $159.99 
You Save: $40.00 (20°. 



Availability: Usually ships within 24 hours 





ffi MO R E BUY IN fiCH 0 rC ES S 





Visit the DVD Store 



Amazon.com = low prices. Di d you find tl ujjui^ 
than $159.99 somewhere else? i.W m knowK, Add ..to Wg^^^J 

Don't have one? 
We'll set one up for you. 

13 used 8l new from $127.88 



See more pictures I What's In the box? | Technical data | Accessories 
| Editorial reviews 



* Special Shipping Information: This item is not eligible for FREE 
Super Saver Shipping. 

Pi Purchase select Philips products and receive up to $150 in James 
Bond movies, including Die Another Day on DVD. See details. 

#fr Buy Now Pay Later: Make no payments for 90 days on purchases 
over $199, learn how . 

Features: 

• Space-saving DVD/VCR combination with front-panel AV input for 
camcorder or game console 

• Plays DVD-Video, MP3 CD, CD-R, CD-RW, audio CD, and VHS tapes 

• 4-head stereo hi-fi VCR with SQPB (S-VHS playback at VHS 
resolution) 

• High-quality DVD component-video output, Digital Zoom during DVD 
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E,T- - The 
Ex^ra-Terrestrial 
fWldescreen 
Collector's Edition) 

DVD 
~ Henry Thomas 



Favorite 
Magazines! 




Subscribe to 

electronic? & audio 

magazines today. 



Exclusively at 
Amazon.com 



playback 

• Coaxial digital-audio output passes Dolby Digital, DTS surround sound; 
3D sound simulates surround through 2 channels 
► more te rfipiral details 

Shipping: /Vrnazon.con Vfi shipping ratgs and policies 
Shipping: Currently, item can be shipped only within the U.S. 

I Shipping weight: 13.0 pounds. , , . . . . 

1 packaging; This Item may be delivered in the manufacturer's original packaging, which could 
j reveal the contents of the box. 
j Amazon.com Sales Rank; 315 
ASIN: B00006ANZ7 

Rate this item to get personal recommendations. 

Average Customer Review: ***** Based on 6 reviews. Writs a 

review . 



Accessories for Philips DVD740VR DVD/VCR Combo 

Check the box to include an item with your order. 

Check box, then dick "Add to Shopping Cart" 

"ST 

You 

DESCRIPTION _ _ •*- JL ^^*^ 9™*$?* Save 

□ 





Fossil Introduces the 
world's first palm 
Powered PDA 



WrlStwatch. 



Monster Cgfr'* yiSlPP-SM Interlink 
Other Accessories MnhtSoeed % oo High Performance Digital $44.99 

pihor-Oiitlc Cable f 2 m„ Toslmk-to-Toslink) 

> see alt accessories... 



Customers who shopped for this item also shopped for 
these items: 

• Samsung DVD-V3500 Progressive Sca n DVD/VCR Comho bv 
SAMSUNG Click for price 

• JVC HR-XVC20U Hi-Fi VCR/DVD Combo (Blacks bv JVC Cjjckfar 

price 

• Zenith XBV243 Dual Deck DVD/VCR Combo bv Zenith $139,94 

• Toshiba SD-V290 DVD/VCR Combo bv Toshiba Click for price 



► Explore similar Items 



What's Your Advice? 

Is there an item you'd recommend instead of or in addition to this one? Let 
the world know! Enter the Item's ASIN (what's an asin?^ In the box below, 
select advice type, then click Submit. 



I recommend: [ 



] ® in addition to this product , 'subrtiit 
O instead of this product 



This Page is Inserted by IFW Indexing and Scanning 
Operations and is not part of the Official Record 



Defective images within this document are accurate representations of the original 
documents submitted by the applicant. 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ BLACK BORDERS 

□ IMAGE CUT OFF AT TOP, BOTTOM OR SIDES 

□ FADED TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ BLURRED OR ILLEGIBLE TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ SKEWED/SLANTED IMAGES 

□ COLOR OR BLACK AND WHITE PHOTOGRAPHS 



□ REFERENCE(S) OR EXHIBIT(S) SUBMITTED ARE POOR QUALITY 

□ OTHER: __ . 

IMAGES ARE BEST AVAILABLE COPY. 
As rescanning these documents will not correct the image 
problems checked, please do not report these problems to 
the IFW Image Problem Mailbox. 



BEST AVAILABLE IMAGES 




I GRAY SCALE DOCUMENTS 



LINES OR MARKS ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 



